ED 221 215 

AUTHOR 
TITLE 

INSTITUTION 

SPOkS AGENCY 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 

AVAILABLE FROM 



EDRS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



IDENTIFIERS 



DOCUMENT RESUME - ^ * , 

^ IR 010 390 

Mendenhall , Kathryn 

A Survey of the Cataloging in Publication Program, 
Fin'al Report. 

Battelle Memorial Inst Vienna , VA. Columbus Labs.; 

Library ot Congress, Washington, D.C. 

Council on Library Resources, Inc., Washington, 

D.C. 

May 82 

128p.; Additional support provided by the R. R. 
Bowker Company. ^ , 

Subscriber Accounts Unit, Ca-talogin^ Distribution 
Service, Library of Congress, Washington, DC* 

20541. y . 

MF01/PC06 Plus Posjbage. 

Lbxary 




Surveys; National Libraries; Online Systems; 
Publishing Industry; Qt\estionnaires; **Use Studies 
♦Cataloging in Publication; Library Statistics; 
*MARC . 



ABSTRACT 

^ ' This report dftscVibes a survey ^of 2,366 randomly 

selected U.S. academic, public^ special, and school libraries which 
examined the usage and impact, of the Cataloging in Publication (CIP) 
program on three areas of library operations: acquisitions, 
cataloging, and public services. Utli;sation of CIP data by a separate 
group of^rlarge .U.S. libraries is also reviewed. Following discussion 
of the study's scope, objectives, background, and methodology, a 
summary of 25 findings and 9 recommendations for enhancing the CIP 
program is presented. It is recorded that a majority of all libraries 
responding ^to the sbpey use CIP data for one or more purposes, and 
that the majority of respondents express a favorable' or very . 
favorable opinion of the CIP program. In addition, high use of CI*P 
for cataloging purpose's, medixim use^for acquisition activities, and 
.aow use for public services are reported. A total of 61 tables * 
throughout th6 main body of the report present statistical answers to 
37 quest ioifs' on the usage, benefits, and problems of^the CIP program 
and possible changes and/or improvements to -it. Appendices comprise a 
brie'f description of CIP, a list of members of the CIP Advisory 
Group,, and a sample questionnaire and survey cover letter. (ESR) 
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A. INTRODUCTION 
' . Scope of the Study 

• This report presents the findings of a survey condufcted by the 
Library of Congress; with support from the Council on Library Resources, to 
assess the impact and usefulness of. its Cataloging in Publication (CIP) 
program. 

A random sample of different types of libraries across the United 
^ Slates was selected to participate in the survey. Included were academic^ 
public, special, and school libraries. The usage and impact of CIP data were 
examined for three areas of library operations:- acquisitions, cataloging, 
and public services. , . ' . 

Objectives of the Study 

The major goal of this study was to identify areas of concern to 
- libraries' that use CIP data so that available CIP- resources can be used 
effectively in future program planning. Specific objectives of the study 
were : 

(1) To test some of the' assumptions on'which the CIP program is 

based--namely, that access to cataloging in advance of- publica- 
tion helps libraries to j-eal ize* cost and time savings in 
processing books, and that the distribution of cataloging in 
/ ■ advance of publication- from a central, authoritative source 

(i.e., the Library of Congress) is an effective means of ensuring 
a high level of bibliographic quality*; 
,(2). To gather information about- CIP usage that might be used to 
encourage additional or more complete publisher participation 
in the program ; " , 

(3) To identify the reasons that some libraries do not use CIP data.. 

(4) To determine the relative importance o.f different problems with, 
and potential improvements in, the CIP program for libraries that 
use CIP data; , ' ^ 
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(5) To identify specifi'c ways to increase the* usefirl ness of tf>€ CIP 

program for existing users (e.-g:, expanding the scope to in- 

elude additional types of materials; adding or eliminating 

* certain data elements from the CIP. data printed in the book; 

/ 

.including additional publishers); 

(6) To identify new or unusual uses of CIP tiata thafcan be shared- 

with other libraries in CIP publicity materials. 

/ 

r 

•| r Background • ^ 

The Cataloging in Publ icat4oiriviK) Prograifutias been administered 
by 'the Library of Congress since 1971. Today over 2500 put^hers participate 
in the pro«gram whiph is designed to increase access to Vibrary materials by 
providing libraries with pre-publication cataloging data. . 

CIP cataloging is dist^but^ by the Library of Congress (LC) to 
bibliographic util i ties ^and commercial vendors in machine-readable form 
through its MARC tape distribution 'service. It is available to individual 
libraries throughout ^the country in a variety of forms: in printed form 
in the books theniselves, online through an in-house system or through one 
of the bibliographic util i ti es, - and in microform or hard-copy througj:! a 
number of commercially-produced acquisitions and cataloging tools. The 
LC Cataloging Distribution Service (CDS) recently began distributing CIP 
'data in 3 X 5 card form .as part of the CDS Alert Service, a current awareness 
service designed to alert libraries to new publications in over 1800 subject 
areas. Figures A-1 through,cA-3, resf)ectively , shoy samples of CIP dat^^r^s 
it appears ia the book, online via a bibliographic, utility? and in a 
coiTlmercially-prbduced acquisitions tool. ^ 

The usefulness and extent of usage of tiP data for an individuaj 
library is influenced by 'such factors as the form in which the cataloging is 
available, the timeliness of deliverj^ and quality of the cataloging, and the 
types .of materials cataloged through the program. The growth. of bibliographic 
'utilities in recent years and the Increased availability of commercially- 
produced cataloging products and services have had a significant influence 



FIGURE A-1 
SAMPLE CIP RECORD PRINTED IN THE BOOK 



© 1982 The University of North Carolina Press 
All rights reserved 

Manufactured in the United States of America 

Library of Congress Cataloging in Pubhcation Data * 

Kelly. George Armstrong, 1932- 
Victims.^^thority. and terror 

Bibliography: p 
Includes index. 

1. France— History— Revolution, 1789-1799— 
Causes and character. 2. Orleans, Louis Philippe 
Joseph, due d', 1747-1793. 3. Custine, Adam 

' Philippe, comte de, 1740-1793. 4. Bailly, Jean 
Sylviin, 1736-1793. 5. MalesJ^crbes, Chretien 
Guillaume de Lamoignon dc, 1721-1794. 6. France— 
-History— Revolution, 1793-1794— Biography' 
I. Title. ^ 

^DC 138. K35 ' 944^.04 Sum% 
ISBN 0-8078-1495-4 AACR2 
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FIGURE A-2 

sWbE ONLINE CIP RECORD FROM 
A BIBL'IOGRAPHIC UTIL'ITY 
(i.e., OCLC) .• 
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FIGURE A-3 

SAMPLE CIP RECORDS FROM A COMMERCIALLY-PRODUCED 
BIBLIOGRAPHIC JOURNAL 
(i.e.. Weekly Record , R.R/Bowker Co ) 



HOFFMAN. Bcs^ 641 8'654 

Cooktcs by Bess / Bess Hoffman. Rev. and 
yP^^}^^ cd Ncu York • Si. Marim's Press 
iliWL^ n'X772.H63 I98IJ 19 81-5797 
JSBN 0,3,12-16952.3 (pbL): 5.95 
/. Cockjcs I Tide. 



HOHMAN. Edward J. 808'02 
The freetwf ard hmdbook : what to wntc. how 
^?vV"^ «• where lasell u / Edward J. Hohman 
& Nomia E Lean*. 1st ed. New York : Barnes & 

K^<7.^'P\^."^ ^^^^J 19,80-8851 ISBN 0-06- 
463532»5 pbk. : 4.95 

r ctrds^Authorship, I. Lc^ry, Norms 

£. JL Title. 

. HOLLANDER, pjul. 305 ^5 

Pohticilvil^nms : irajtels of Western intellectuals 
1? r^^Soviet Union. China, and Cuba / Paul 
Hollander. NfruvYJrk • Oxford University Pre^s 
m?i;t?',t?5* fncludfi index. Bibliographv p 
[HM2j3.H57].19 80-29417 ISBN 0-19-50:^57-: 

1 Imelkctuals-'Ei/ropc, 2. Intellectuals- 
B'J!opc-rPohtic^] ' acttvity. 3, Communist 
countnes-^Pohtics md govehtmcnt. 4, Ideohe\ 
I ntle • . * ^ 



on the way in which 1 i braries' acquire and catalog ma^terials for their col- 
lections. The implications of these changes for the CIP program have not 
been fully explored in the past ^ue to a lack of sufficient data concerning 
local- acquisi tions and cataloging practices and the nature and fextent of usage 
of CIP cataloging *by differe(\ types of libraries. ' - - 

^ o During 1979, a questionnaire was developed" by LC, with input from 
a newly-established CIP Advisory\roup (see Appendix, 2 for a list of members) 
for the purpose of collecting data needed to assess these implications and to 
ensure the mast effective use of CIP rfesoijrces in the future. Daia collected 
is expected to provide LC with a basis fpr evaluafting the CIP program as it 
currently exists and for assessing the feasibility of future cfTanges in scope 
or direction. ' ' ^ 

Methodology 

^ A "written questionnaire was used to solicit data. Methodological 
support and advice were provided hy staff in the Congressional Research 
Service of the Library of^Congress and by Battelle Columbus Laboratories. 
Computer processing of survey results was provided by th6 Library of Congress 

r 

Automated Systems Office. 

The following methodology was used in conducting the survey: 

(1) A random sample of different types- of libraries was selected by the 
R. R. Bowker Company from its computerized files. The total sample ^ 

^size was 2366 libraries. Table A-1 presents this sample by type of 
library. 

(2) A pretest was conducted in December 1980 by sending a questionnaire 
and cover letter to 9 libraries representing the di fferent- types of 
libraries included in the 3ample. Telephone calls were made to 
pretest libraries in order to discuss any- problems or questions 
concerning the questionnaire. Minor changes wereimade in the 

^ • questionnaire based on pretest results. 

(3) The final questionnaire and'cover letter (see Appendix 3) were^ 
mailed to the sample in late January 1981. 
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(4) ^One follow-up letter ms sent to non-respondents in March and 

another in April 1981. An' overall response rate of 70.25^ was 
' achieved. The ^spdnse rate for each type of library is presented 
in Table A-1 . ■ ^ • 

(5) Telephone calls wert /nade to a sample of the 30% of non-respondents 
to determine possibly reasons for non-respon^. Questionnaires 
returned after the second follow-up letter we>^ also studied in " 
order to gain additional insight into the nature of late and 

. non4responses. The results of this telephone follow-up and 
analysis of late responses are discussed on pages A-10 and A-11. 

(6) Questionnaires were edited'and coded by a team of editors empl'S>^d 
, by the Library of Congress for this project. 

(7) Survey responses were keypunched by an outside contractor and the 
results were compiled by the Library o'f Congress' computer using 
the SAS statistical package. - , . ■ 

(8) . Post-weights were calculated (see table A-'l ) and applied when 

reporting combined totals in order to bring -the sample siz? for 
different types' of libraries in line with the actual universe. 

(9) Survey findings were analyzed and a /inal report with' recommenda- 
tions prepared by Battelle Columbus Laboratories. ~ \ " 
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Table A-1 

Characteristics of the Survey Sample 



Samp I e Uni v/ Community 

Characteristics ^College College Public Special^ School Total 



Estimated number 2,000 1,000 
of libraries in 
total universe* 

Sample size 610 72 

Nufnber of re- .527 55 

f/,' sponses to 
survey 

Response rate 86% 76% 

Post-sample weight .07 .3 
for reporting 
summary totals** 



9,000 10,000 87,000 109,000 



528 
374 

71% 
.37 



564 
364 

65% 
.38 



592 
340 ' 

' 57% 
3.19 



2,366 
1 ,657 

70% 



Post-Sample Weighting 

/ 

Survey results were weighted when reporting cumulative frequenci^es 
in order to bring the number of different types of libraries s.elected for 
the sample in line with the proportionate number of each type in the actual 
universe. School libraries^, for example, were undefsampled in the survey— 
that is, as shown in Table A-1, the number of school libraries selected for 
the sample^is small relative to the large number of school libraries that 
actually exist in the universe,' The assumption. in undersampl ing was that 
surveying -more libraries wouVd not have yielded significantly different 
results. 



Estimates are based on statistics from the Amerltan Library Directory 
(Bowker, 1979) for academic and special libraries and from Market Data 
Retrieval (Westport, ConnJ for public and school libraries. ^ ^ 

Sampling weight applied when calculating totals in order to adjust for 
undersampl i/ig community college and school libraries. 
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Weights w#e derived for each type of library by dividing the 
true proportion of libraries in the univense by the proportion of libraries 
used in the sample. This is shown below using school libraries as^an example: 

True proportion = ,798 = 3.19 
Sample proportion .25 

m 

where the true proportion is equal to: 

Actual number of school ' % 

libraries in the universe = 87,000 = .798 
Total number of libraries 109,000 
in the universe 

and sample proportion is equal to: 

Number of school libraries 

selected for the sample = 592 = .25 

Total number of libraries 2,366 

in, the sample 

Thus, a weight of 3.19 was applied to responses from "school 1 ibraries 'whenever 
results for all types of 1 ibrarles^were cumulated to produce a summary total. 

V 

Large Libraries / 

\ ■ ' 

In addi'tion to surveying the random sample, the Library of 
Congress sent questionnaires to the largest research, public, and school library 
systems in the United States. Responses from fhis group are "presented separate!/ 
in Section G. These findings will be used by the CIP Division in Assessing the 
potential impact of changes in the. CIP program on libraries that are apt "to 
make heavy use of CIP data. 

Questionnaires were sent to a total of 187 libraries in this 
group. The number of libraries that received questionnaires^cf the response 
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rate are presented by type of library in Table A-2. With the exception of 
33 libraries that were selected both as part of the random sample and the 
large library group, responses ''from the large library group are not included 
in the presentation of findings for the random survey„sa,mple. 



Table A-2 
Large Library Group Sample 



Largest Research Largest Public Largest ^§j?tfool 

Libraries Libraries • Library Systems 

Number of questioji- 
naires sent 

Number of responses 

Response ratfe 



The research libraries were selected from the membership list of 
the Association of Research Libraries (ARL), the largest public libraries were 
sefec ted from the Bowker Annual of Library and Book Trade Information ( 1 980 ed • ) > 
and the largest school library systems were selected from the Education Directory , 
Fall 1980 (National Center for Education Statistics), 



98 36 53 

93 30 , 36 

95% 83« 68% 



Non-Response 

In an attempt to identify possible reasons fo»^^n-response , 58 of 
the 709 (30%) libraries that did not respond tol:he survey were called by telephone*. 
The questionnaires* that were returned in response to the second follow-up letter 
were also studied in order to determine if there were any common characteristics 
between late responses and non-responses. 

Almost half of the libraries that were telephoned and the majority of 
the libraries that were late in responding to the ques^tionnaire indicated that 
they do notun^ke direct use of CIP, Additional explanations indicated that most 
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of these libraries do, however, ma^ indirect use of CIP through the products and 
services of commercial vendors or bibliographic utilities. Most of the school and 
public libraries reported that they receive bOQks pre-cataloged through a book 
jobber, wh4+e-mos^^-the acatiemic and-special libraries reported that they use a 
bibl iographic util ity. The great majority of 1 ibraries that were telephoned or ^ 
^that responded late to the survey reported collections of less than J00,000 volumes 
and yearly acquisitions of less than 1,000 U.S. monographs. 

Other r-easofis, given for non-response included: non-receipt of the 
•questionnaire [11% of the libraries that were telephoned), shortage of staff to 
^respond to the survey ,(22%) , and lack of familiarity with CIP'(lOl). 

The^e findings suggest that many of the libraries that consider 
themselves to be non-users of CIP do, in fact*, use CIP indirectly through the 
services of a commercial vendor or bibV'iographic utiHty, Thus, the overall 
percentage of libraries that benefit from CIP cat^oging, through either direct 
or indirect use, is probably much higher than the percentage indicated by actual 
survey results. 
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8. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
Sumniary of Findings 

• * 

General 

• An overwhelming majot'ity of academic libraries responding to the 
survey indicated that they use CIP data for one or more purposes. 
A sizeable majority of public and special libraries reported that 
they use it, and a slight majority of school libraries. 

• The great majority of all types of libraries reported using CIP 
data as the basis for permanent catalog records. 

• The majority of respondents expressed a favorable or very favorable 
- opinion of the CIP program, because it enables the library to make 

books, available to patrons faster. 

• Of those libraries that reported no usage of CIP data, the majority 
are small--they have a collection'of less than 10,000 volumes and 
acquire less than 1,000 U.S. monographs yearly. These libraries 
are likely to receive most of their books pre-cataloged from a • 
centralized processing center or a commercial vendor. 

• Whether CIP is used for acquisitions, cataloging, or public services, 
an overwhelming, majority of res.pondents indicated that it would not 
be acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only on tape. The coh- 
veniefice of having CIP in the book ^ the lack of access to CIP data 
in machine-readable form by many libraries were the most frequently ' 
mentioned reasons for wanting CIP in the book as well.' Even libraries 
that have access to CIP data in machine-readable form expressed a 
desire to have it in the book a.s well as on tape. 

• Approximately one-fourth to, one-half of all respondents, depending^ 
^ on type of library, felt that the systematic coverage of additional 
types of materials in the CIP program would increase its usefulness^. 
The most frequently mentioned types of materials for inclusion in the 
program* were audio-visual materials (especially sound recordings) and 
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government documents (especially federal). In addition to these ^ 
materials, academic '1 ibrary respondents 'indicated .that they v/ould 

• like to' see more complete coveragej)f universUy^j^Xe^^Md^imalL- 

press publications. 

The great majority of each type of library responding perceived the 
benefit of using CIP to process books and make them available to 
patrons faster to be very important, and an overwhelming majority 
of respondents rated the availability of CIP data for more b9oks as 
a very important potential improvement to the program. 

Acquisitions 

• Almost half of all university/college libraries responding to ther 
survey reported' using CIP in-pre-order searching (45%) and for the 

' identification or checking of gifts and automatic receipts (41%), 
while almost half of all school libraries reported using it in book 
selection (46%) . 

r 

• Less than one-third of community college, public, and special Libraries 
reported using CIP in acquisitions. Comments offered by some. of these 
libraries,, however, revealed that many of the libraries use CIP data 
indirectly through commercially-produced acqui^^itions tools. 

• The majority of all types of -1 ibraries ,tha-t use CIP for acquisitions 

' -(especially university/college libraries) felt that the Mncl usion-of , 
an approximate price in the CIP record would increase the usefulness 
Of CIP as a selectioyorder tool. Less than half, however, felt that 
the inclusion of approximate pagination would enhance its usefulness. 

• Over half of the .1 ibraries that reported using CIP for acquisitions 
felt that the CIP program saves them money, and a majority of all 
acquisitions respondents expressed a favorable or very favorable 
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opinion of the program because it enables the library to process 
• ^ books more quickoly. • . < 



Cataloging . ' | ' 

• Over 83% of all libraries responding to the survey, regardless of 
type; reported using CIP data as^the basis for permanent catalog 
records. Approximately one-third of the respondents reported using 
it for precatalog searching, byt less than one-third for^ temporary 
cata-loging/ The overwhelming jjiajority of respondents felt that CIP 
makes cataloging .easier . 

• Although the majority of respondents reported using professional 
staff for catalogitrg CIP titles, almost half of . university/col 1 ege 
and public libraries also- reported 'usi ng paraprofessional s . Approxi- , 
mately one-fourth of all respondents ind'icated that clerical staff 
are involved in cataloging CIP titles in addition to professional 

staff.. " ; 

• Whenever more than one level-of staff is'involved in cataloging CIP 
titles, professional' staff are^used principally for reviewing work 
done by others, for. revising CIP data that requires modification, 
and for subject cata'loging; paraprofessional s are us'ed in preparing 
cataloging for a professional's review by performing precatalog S 
searching and 6y completing 'descriptive cataloging; and clerical 

, staff are generally responsible ^or typing catalog car;ds from CIP 
copy or for. inputting data into a bibliographic utility. 

• Over two-.thirds of all types pf libraries' indicated that they complete 
the cataloging in-house if. CIP data alone is available for a book when 
it arrives in the library. Of the^relatively few libraries that do 

not complete the cataloging in-house, most use CIP as a temporary record 
until final cataloging is available. 
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t Approximately 44% of the ca'taloging respondents indicated that they 
have made changes in their cataloging procedures ^s a result of the 
;^XTF pVogram. Changes include*: the increased use of paraprofessionals , 
completion of CIP cataloging rather than waitin^g for final LC-MARC 
cataloging, and re'duced need for searching the JIational ,Union Catalog 
for LC cataloging copy. ^ ' - 

• Over 80% of the cataloging respondents felt that 'the accuracy Qf CIP 
cataloging is satisfactory or very satisfactory. Most users appear 
to cope with changes between CIP data and the final LC-MARC record 
through verification procedures. 

♦ 

t A relatively small percentage of cataloging r-espondents indicated 
that additional bibliographic elements should be included in the 
CIP data printed in the bookv The most frequently mentioned^ elements 
for inclusion were; edition statement, price, collation, complete 
imprint infarmation, subtitle, ^d statement of responsibility. The* 
large majority of cataloging respondents felt that no bibliographic 
elements- should be eliminated. 

i 

t Over half of the academic and special libraries responding felt that 
the word "date" should be substituted for the actual date in CIP data 
printed in the book. 

t. The great majority of all types of libraries that'use ClP in cataloging 
expressed a favorable or very favorable opinion of the program, 

i 

primarily because it speeids up cataloging and makes books available 
to patrons faster". 

* » 

« 

Public Services 

• Only about 15% of all types of libraries reported using CIP in circula- 
' -tibn or interlibrary loan; and, less than 10% of the respondents, w.ith 

'Jbhe exception of school libraries, reported using it in th*e .Compilation 
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of b/lbliographies. Approximately one-fifth of the school library. 
. respondents reported that they usp CIP in compiling bibliographies. 

Several libraries commented that they use CIP in public services to 
. identify relevant subject headings for use 'irr locating- other books 

oh the same subject. 

Comments offered by respondents regarding CIP usage in publ ic- services 
indicated that while most libran'es apjjjreciate the end resuU of the 
CIP program— the faster availabiVity of books to patrons, many are 
not aware of how CIP could be used directly in public services. ' ' 

Over m of the respondents that use CIP in public services responded 
that new CIP titles are available to the public faster than non-CIP 
ones. ' . • 

.Approximately 65^ of the libraries that regularly acquire children's 
books expressed- the opinion that summaries included, in' the ClPdata 
are important. The majority of respondents reported that these '» 
summaries are used in book selection and for reader assistance. 

Of the relatively few'l ibraries that use CIP in public services, 
approximately half indicated that CIP saves them money and approxi- 
mately 38% were not sure, - The great majority^ of public service 
respondents expressed a favorable or veVy favorable opinion oY the 
progranM 'because it enables technical services staff to process books 
more quickly, 

e 
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h ' ' Recommendalions 

. . Based on' survey findings^ the Cataloging, in Pablication Division 
of the Library gf Congress should consider implementing the following 
recommendations in order to enhance ihe usefulness of the CIP program for 
'libraries that use CIP data and to increase the potential val^e of the 
program for libraries that currently do not use CIP. 

1 Promote the benefits of CIP for acquisitions and public services by 
informing libraries of potential uses in these areas . 

Survey findings indicated that CIP.Js presently used for acquisi- 
tions by less than half of all libraries, regardless of type, and by less tha*n 
one-f4fth of all libraries for public services: For acquisitions, comments 
made by survey respondents indicated that although many libraries do use CIP 
data indirectly through various commercially-produced acquisitions tools, 
these libraries either are not aware of -CIP records being included in the 
tools or did not consider this usage of CIP to be direct enough to report. 
For public services, respondents' comments reflected a general lack of aware- 
ness of how CIP data might be useful to them. 

In order to increase the usage of CIP for acquisitions and public 
services, the Library of Congress should promote the potential benefits of CIP 
for these functions. This plight be accomplished by preparing a booklet which 
describes the purpose of the CTP program, the ways in which CIP records are 
distributed, and the potential uses of CIP'for acquisitions, cataloging, and 
public services. Examples of CIP data as it appears in the book, online, and 
in printed sources should also be included. This booklet could be distributed 
to libraries at conferences and professional meetings, and a brief notice could 
be placed in library journals announcing the ^^^i^^^^f^the booklet. 




Increase the number of books that receive CIP catayggin^ . ^^v^ 
The overwhelming majority of all libraries, regardless of type, 
rated the availability of CIP cataloging for more .books as a. very important 
potential improvement to the program. The Library of Congress should attempt *^^^^*3K>t. 
to increase the volume of books that receive CIP cataloging through a promo- 
tional campaign to encourage additional publishers to participate in the / 
program and to encourage existing participants to include CIP data in all^of 
their publications that are within the scope X)f the program. ^ ^v*-'' 



1: Expand -and enhance Informational materiaU 'for publishers as a means 'f or- 

pot»3ntia11.y Increasing participation In the CIP program. ' 

The usefulnes s and -success of the CIP program depends to'a large ■ 
extent on the commitment" and active participation of the publishing community. " 
Communications from the Litrary of. Congress to publishers are an important 
means for gaining and maintaining the support of participants. 

' The Library of Congress should enhance and expand Its Informational 
materials' for publishers as a way to increase publisher participation. Two - 
types of informational materials about the CIP program are needed. One is 
an attractive, easy-to-read brochure for prospective participating publishers. 
This brochure should present *^the benefits that publishers and libraries derive 
from the CIP program and should briefly .descrN be what is required from partici- 
pating publishers. The other type of informational material that is needed is 
a booklet gvving detailed instructions for: participating' publishers. Such a 
booklet already exists, but it needs to be Updated and boldface headings used~ ' 
for emphasis, 

r 

t 

4. Seek ways to monitor systematysally the accuracy of CIP catalogin g and to 
identify potential errors . ^ 

Although the great majority of libraries, regardless of type, 
rated the accuracy of CIP cataloging as either satisfactory or very satis- 
factory, it is "evident from responses to a related question that the majority 
of libraries consider any potential impr'ovements in the CIP. program that would 
result injncreased accuracy to be very important. The Library of Congress- 
should seek ways to monitor systematically the occurrence of different types 
of errors and changes in the CIP record ^as it progresses through the publishing 
and cataloging proces's. PublJ^iiers should be encouraged to report changes 
in the title page that -would affect key bibliographic elements, such as the 
main entry or title, to the' Library of Congress as soon as possTfrle so that 
the CIP record can be updated. The Library of Congress should alio stress 
to publishers the importance of printing the. CIP data in the bookj exactly as 
it is received from, the Library* of Congress in order to maintain \high level 
of accuracy.. 
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5. Seek ways to improve the speed of availability of fullMiRRC cataloging 
for CIP titles. 



TRe grea'Cm.ajonXy oT' aTacfeifiic'l iFrarTes reYpdndi ng^To tRe survey 
(7&?^ university/colliege and 72% community college) indicated that t^ey consider 
the speed of availability of LC cataloging to be a very important benefit* of^ 
the CIP program,* And, when a^ked to rate the importance of various potentia.l 
improvements to the program, a sizeable majority of the academical ibrvaries _ 
(64% universTty/college and.63% community college) responded- that they would 
T^ke^to see an improvement in thre speed of availability of Complete cataloging 
for CIP tftle's. ' 

The Library of Congress should seek ways to monitor and improve * 
the speed of availability of full MARC cataloging for CIP-titles.' The Library 
should stress topubl ishers the importance of forwarding a copy of the 
published bool^ to LC for completion of cataloging and sfiould encourage 
commercial vendors and bibliographic utilities utilizing MARC tapes to load 
the tapes onto their computer systems as quickly as possible on receipt'. 

*^ * 

6. Continue to distribute CIP data in the book as well as on tape. 

Survey fi^ndings Tn^icated that there is a continuing need for CIP 
data.tQ be distributed in the book as well as on tape. Although many 
academic libraries r'e.sponded that it would be acceptable Tor cataloging 
purposes for CIP to be distributed only on tape, a large majority of academic . 
and.>.,other' types of libraries expressed^the opinion that CIP data is'needed 
in the book--a:^ wel 1 . The^ convenience of having CIP in the book i$ perceived' 
as an impo-rtant reason^fpr retaining CIP jn.the boo{,>^ven' by libraries with 
ticcess to a bibliographic utilfty. Comments expressed by libraries tbat do 
not have access to a bibliographic utility or do not receive books^ pre-cataloged 
indicated that these libraries rely to a great extent on the availabil ity «f 
CIP data 'In^^the book. ^ 

7. Retain all hi bl fographic Elements presently included in the CIP data 

' printed in the book, and erTcourage publishers to submit an approximate price • 
for inclusion in the CIP MARC record. % * , - . 

An overwhelming^majority of libraries, regardless of type, expressed 
the opinion that no bibliographic elements should be el^im^nated from the CIP 
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record. However, a sizeable jnajority. of all types of libraries (as high as 
■m for imtversity/co liege, 71% for community college, and 70% for special) 
perceived that the inclusion of an approximate price would increase the 
value of CIP a selection/order tool. .Tberefore, the Library of Congress 
should encourage publishers to submit an approximate- price at the pre- 
publication stage for inclusion in the CIP record that is distributed to 
vendors aYid bibliogra^jliic utilities via the MARC tape service. 

8. Investigate meth ods for expanding the scope of the CIP program to include 
systemati c coverage of federal government documents and of sound recordings. 

From one-fourth to one-third of all survey respondents, 
depending on type of lib|;:^ry, felt that the scope of the CIP program should 
be ex'panded to include systematic coverage ^f additional types of materials. 
The types of materials suggested most frequently by all types of libraries 
were federal government documents and sound recordings. Because .the majority 
of all types pf libraries routinely acquire one or the other, or both, of 
these types of materials, the Library of Cangress should investigate alterna- 
tives for systematically covering these areas. One option might be to expand 
the scope of^the program through cooperative arrangements with other libraries 
that specialize and excel in the cataloging of federal documents and audio- 
visual materials. The program could be monitored by the Library of Congress, 
with actual \:ataloging performed by o.ther 1 i braries' responsible for covering 
the publishing output of specific government agencies or audio-visual ^ 
publisher^.' 

9. Encourage publishers of children's books ^ include LC summaries in CIP 
data printed in the book> '- ^ 

The Library of Congress should encourage . publ ishers o7 children's 
books to include the summaries provided by LCJn the CIP data that is printed 
in the book. This might be accomplished by sending a letter to these ♦ 
publishers and informing them that at)proximately three-fourths of-all school 
libraries responding to th^ survey viewed. the summaries as very important for 
purposes of book seTeq^tion and reader assistance. 
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C. THE USER AMD NON-USER 
* OF CIP DATA 



1. Wtiat are Characteristics of the CIP User? 

As ghown in Table C-1, the majority of all types of. libraries ' 
.responding to the survey reported that they use CIP data. Usage is greatest 
for academic libraries wfth 96% of all community college libraries and 90% of 
all university/college libraries reporting, that they use CIP.^ School and 
special 1 ibraries 'appear to be less Vikely than academic and public libraries 
to use CIP, with 55% of all school and 60% of all special libraries indicating 
that they use it. 



Table C-1 
CIP Usage by Type of Library 
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Community 



Uni v/Col 1 ege 


Col lege 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


. p=525* 


n=53 


n=364 


n=355 


n=320 


Use CIP 90% 


96% 


69% . 


60% 


55% 


Do not use CIP l6 


4 


31 


40 • 


45 



J^ables C-2 and C-3, respectively, sljow- the distribution of CIP 
users by type of libraVy and size of collection and by type of library and 
number^f U.S. monographs acquired yearly. 

o Most university/college libraries that use CIP have medium or 
large-size collections (i-e., 10,000-500,000 volumes) and acquire 1,000 to 
25,000 U.S. monographs yearly. The majority of community college and public 
libraries that u-se CIP have med*ium-'size collections (.i.e.', 10,000-100,000 
volumes) and acquire up to 5,000 U.S. monographs per year. Most special and 
school library CIP users have small col 1 ections -.( i .e. , less than 10,000 " 
volumes^ ^nd acquire less than 1,000 monographs yearly. 

* n=number of responses 
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Table C-2 
CIP Users by Size of Collection 



Volumes in 
Collection 


Uni v/Col 1 ege 


Community 
Col 1 ege 


Public 


Special 


School 




n=473 


n=50 


n=249 


n=209 


n=176 


LeS'S than 
10,000 


4% 


12% 


26% 


46% 


75% - 


10,000- 
100,000 


44 


84 


55 


- 37 


23 


100,001- 
500,000 


" 4T 


4 


14 — 


13 


1 


More than 
500,-000 


12 




4 


4 


1 






Table C-3 






■ 


CIP 


Users by Number 
ir 


1 

of U.S. Monographs Acquired Yearly 




Monographs 
Acqui red, Yearly 


Untv/College 


Community 
College 


Public 


Special 


School 




n=467 


n=49 


n=247 


n=211 




Less than 
1 ,000 


101 


29% ^ 


45% 


63% 


92% 


1 ,000- 
5,0*00 


52 - 


67 . 


38 


23 


6 


5,001- 
25,000 


. ") 

32 ■ • 


4 


17 


12 


2 


More than 
25,000 


5 




1 


2 


1 
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2. What are Characteri sti'cs of the CIP Non-User? ^ 

In terms of size, a library,, that does not use CIP data is apt to 
be small. As* shown in Tables C-4 and Z-o, the majority of public, special, 
, • and school libraries that do not use CIP have less than 10,000 volumes in 
their collections and acquire less than 1,000 U.S. .monographs yearly. 
Acadenic libraries are the exception.. The relatively few (10%) academic libraries 
that do not use CIP are likely to have a med'jTum-size collection (i .e. 10,000 
to 100,000 volumes) and' acquire between 1,000 and 5,000 U.S. monographs 
yearly. 

Table C-4 

> 

CIP Non-Users by Size of Collection 



Volunies"^n . 
Collection 


* 

Univ /Col lege 


Communi ty 
Col 1 ege 


Public 


Special 


School 




/n=52 


n=3 


n=115 ^ 


n=146 


n=144 


Less than 


\ 










10,000 


23% 




66% 


77% ■ 


92% 


10,000- 












100,000 


c48 


100 ^ 


32 




8 


100,001- 


* 


* 




") 




500,000 


29 




• 

2 


2 





More than 
500,000 
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Table C-5 

CIP Non-Users by Number of O.S. 
Monographs Acquired Yearly 



Monographs 
Acquired Yearly 


Univ/Col lege 


Comftiunity 
Col lege 


Public 


Special 


School 




n=50 


n=2 - 


n=no 


n-141 


n=14'2 


Less than 
1 ,000 


I 

3.6% 




84% 


88% 


■ -100% 


1 ,000r 
5,000 


58 


100 


16 


11 ' 




5,001- 
25,000 


6 






1 

• 




More than 

25,000 ^ 
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Listed below are the reasons most frequently cited by each type 
of library for not using CIP data: 

• University/College 

- We liuse OCLC. 

- Our* library is too small. 

» 

- Our books arrive already cata^loged. 

• Community College 

- We use OCLC. ^ 

• Public 

- Our library is too sma^ll. 

- Our books arrive already cataloged. 

• Special ^ . 

- Our library is too small. 

- Our collection is too specialized. 

- Our books arrive already cataloged. 

• School 

- Our library is too small. 

- pur books arrive already cataloged. 

- We are not familiar with CIP. 



3; 



C-5 



Most CIP non-users, regardless of type of library', perceive that 
their library is too small Tor CIP to be useful. A large numbar indicated 
that they receive most or all of their books pre-cataloged from a centra; i zed 
processing us^t or fro^i a commercial vendor. The reason offered by many 
university//o1 lege and community college libraries was that they use OCLC. 
TJiis response indicates that many libraries interpreted the (Question, of 
whether or not they use CIP data to mean only CIP in the book. Only a few 
libraries of each type noted that they were not familiar. with CIP or that they 
'preferred tHeir own cataloging. 

Based on these results, it is difficult to assess the exact extent 
of non-use of CIP data. Clearly, libraries that receive books already cataloged 
do not perceive a great n^gd for CIP. And because the scope of the CIP program 
is limited primarily to U.S. monographs, special libraries with heavy periodical 
collections are not as likely to need CIP as an academic or public library. 
Many of the libraries that reported no direct use of CIP benefit indir^tl^ from, 
the program; for, in most cases, the books that they receive already cataloged 
are processed by a vendor, or centralized processing unit from machine-reacfabl e 
CIP data. And many of the records that libraries retrieve and use via OCLC are 
derived from machine-readable CIP data. 
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. D. USAGE Of'cIP DATA FOR ACQUISITIONS 

1. How is CIP Data Used in Acquisitions? 

In the acquisitions section ol^the survey, libraries were asked 
to indicate whether or not they use CIP data for each of the following 
acquisitions functions: 

1 

• Book sel ection ' - ' 

• Pre-order searching ^ ^ 

f Identification or checking of gifts and automatic receipts 
•- Creation of the order form 

In using CIP for book selection, a library would typically refer 
to ^ journal-type acquisitions tool produced from MARC tapes containing CIP 
retords (e.g.. Weekly Record ) to identify newly announced books. 

Once specific titles have beeh recommended for purchase, they are 
^ usually searched against the library's order f.ile and catalog of holdings to 
prevent unwanted duplication. CIP data found in a printed or online source 
might be consulted to obtain the bibliographic information required to perform 
♦an accurate search. .This bibliographic information 'would probably include the 
form of main entry, the title, the imprint, and edition .statements . 

CIP data is typically used again in the ordering proc'ess once a 
decision has been made to purchase a specific title. Libraries refer to CIP 
data found in a printed or online source to obtain the order information 
needed to identify a book to a publisher or book jobber. Ths information 
usually includes the author and ti,tle. International Standard Book' Number (ISBN), 
the imprint, and the projected publication date.H^If a library has access to the 
online acquisitions service of a bibliographic utility "or commercial vendor, 
the library can retrieve a CIP record and create an order form online. This 
save? the step of manually retyping CIP data onto an order form. 

Most libraries receive at least some new books automatically 
through approval and standing order plans, or as gifts. When received, these 
books are usually checked against the library's order file and catalog to 
prevent duplication and to note the relationship of new titl^es to existing 
holdings. A library would typically refer to CIP data printed in the book 



during this process to verify that the correct book has been received and to 
obtain the LC form of main entry and title for use in precatalog searching* A 
library might also refer to the subject headings in a SLP record and sort ^ 
books received through an' approval plan by subject for routing to different 
staff members responsible for selection.' 

Table D-1 shows the usage of CIP data for acquisitions by type of 
library and type- of acquisitions use, 

> 

Table D-l 
Usage of CIP Data for Acquisitions 



Acqui sitions 
Use 


Univ/ 
College 


Community 
Col lege 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=468 


n=48 


n=255 


n=200 


n=155 


n=688 


Book Selection 


22% 


21% 


. 25% 


23%^ 


46% 


40% 




n=469 


n=48 


n=225 


n=199 


/> n=15§. 


. n=66d 


Pre-Order Searching 


45 


19 


16 


24 




25 


Identif icati/n - 
Gift Checking 


n=469 


n=47 


n=225 


n=200 


B=l&5- 


fl-6e5 


' 41 


32 


16 


21 


15 


18 




■n=468 


n=48 


n=226 


n=200 ' 


n=154' 


n=685 


Creation of Order 
Form 


30 


19 




17 


17 


17 


' Almost 


half of all 


[- - - 

university/col 1 ege 


1 ibraries 


responding to the 



survey reported using CIP^ data in pre-order searching (45%) .and for the 
identification or checking of gifts and automatic receipts (41%), while almost 
half of all school libraries reported using it in book s^ection (46%). Less 
than one-third of other types of libraries indicated tliat they use CIP for 
these acquisitions uses. 



, A major factor to consider in interpreting these results is the 
extent to which libraries are aware that they are using CIP data in their 
acquisitions work. Because CIP cataloging^ is not identified specifically as 
such In most printed and online sources, many libraries may not be aware that 
they are using GIP when they consult these tools. Therefore, the actual usage 
of CIP for acquisitions is probably higher, than reported, especially for book, 
selection and pre-order searching. 

* ^ 
2. , How Does collection Size and Number of U. S. Monographs Acquired Per Year 
Affect Acquisitions Usage? 

Tables D-2 and D-3,' respectively, pre-sent acquisitions usage for 
CIP users by size of collection and number of U.S. monographs acquired per year. 

Smallfer jibraries appear to use CIP in acquisitions primarily f'or 
book selection. Almost' half of the libraries v)ith small collections (i.e., less 
than 10,000 volumes) and approximately oije-third of those that acquire less than" 
1,000 U.S. monographs yearly reported usijig CIP for book selection. 



Table D-2 



Collection Size and Acquisitions Usaqe - 
(Unweighted)* 


Acquisitions 
Usage 


Less Than 

10,000 
Volumes 


- " 10,000- 
100,000 


100,001- 
500,000 


More ltm\ 
500,000 




n=415 


n=216 


n=41 


n=l7 ^ 


Book Selection 

» 


44%. 


36% 


17% 


42% 




n=415 


n=2l6 


n=41 


.n=17 


Pre-Order Searching 


23 


24 - 


39 


54 


Identification - 
Gift Checking 


n=411 


- n=216 


n=40 


n=17 


14 


19 


34 


47 




• n=412 


n=216 


n=41 


n=16 


Creation of Ordqr Form 


14 


20 


20 


43 
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Table 0-3 , 
Number of >U.S. Monographs Acquired Yearly and 



«0 * 


Acqcrtsitions Usage 
(UnweiqTited) 




' IT 


Acquisitions ' 
Use 


Less Than 

1 ,000 
Monographs 


1,0fll- 
5,000" 


5,001- 
25,000 

t 


More'Vhan 
25,000 




'n=41 9 


n=4n 


n=216 


n=32 - 


Book Selection 


. 33% 


22% 




34% . • 




n=418 


n=411 


' n=217 


n=32 ' 


Pre-Order Searching 


20 


> 

30 


49 


75 




• n=418 


n=410 


n=217 


n=32 


Identification - 
Gift Checking 


19 


27 


44 


72 




■ n=419 


n=4n 


n=216 


n=32 ■ 


Creation of Order Form 




25 


31 


, ^ — 

41 



Larger libraries are more apt than smallfer libraries to use CIP for' 
a variety of acquisitions uses. Well over one-third of the largest libraries 
(i.e., those with over 500,000 volumes and yearly acquisitions of more than 
2^,000 U.S. monographs) .reported using CIP for each of the four" acquisi tipns uses 
listed.^ The largest percentage of these respondents indicated that they use CIP 
in pre-order searching and in the checking or identification of gffts and autor 
matic receipts. l 

3 , What Types of Materials dre Routinely Acquired by Respondents and What 
Percentage- of Respondents Attempt to Order U.S. Monographs Prior to ^ • 

Publication? ' , 

\ In order to identify additional types of materials for potential 
coverage by the CIP program, respondents were asked to indicate rA&V^ wh^ether 
they routinely acquire the different types of materials listed in Table D-4, and 
b) the cataloging treatment usually given to each. 



3s 
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Table D-4 

Types of Materials RoutiViely 
V Acquired by CIP Users 

(Unweighted) 



— ) ■^^ 

Type of 
Material 


' Percentage of Users 

that Routinelv Arnuirp 


Number of 

r\c bpun be d 


ffass Market Paperback Reprints 


' 37% 


1 101 > 


Mass Market Paperback Fiction 


33 


1 100 


Mass Market Paperback Non-Fiction 


39 


1099 


Vanity Press 


7 


1096 


Self-Published 




1096 


Col lege Textbooks 


26\ 


1 100 


High SchQol Textbooks 


11 


1 100 1 


Elementary Scho*ol Textbooks 


1 1 

1 1 


,1098 


Federal Documents 




1 inn 
{ lUU 


State Documents 

0 




1097 ^ 


Local Documents 


41 


109S 


Serial s 


75 


1089 


Periodicals 


97 


1100 


Microforms 


62 


1090 


Sound Recordings 


65 


1098 


Fi 1ms 


54 


1097 


Other AV Materials ' 


52 


1089 


\ 




As shown in Jable D-4,, 


a majority of respondents 


indicated that 



they routinely acquire the following types of materials: 

♦ Federal Documents t Microforms 

f State Documents t Sound Recordings 

^ • Serial s , t f i 1ms 

• Periodicals • Other AV Materials 
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Table D-4a 

CIP Users* Cataloging Treat/nent of 
Different Types of Materials • 



(Unweighted) y 



Type of ' . . 


Catal og 


Catalog 


Do Not , 


-jDo Wot 


Number of 


naucr 1 a i 


rU 1 ly 


r aiL 1 a 1 ly 


Pa +• a 1 r»n 

Ua La i og 


y^cqu 1 re 


Kcsponscs 


Msec Mdv«l/ry4* DVnL/ DAnv«^n4*c 

nass narKeu rDK. KepnnLS 




1 9^ 
1 


19*/ 






Mass Market Pbk. Originals 


90 




1 D 






Mass Market Pbk. Nonfiction 




in 


7 




1 HAH 
1 U4U 


m 

vdniuy rress 




0 

L 


i 


79 


1 u^o 


be 1 t-riiD 1 1 sned 






1 




lUoD 


irOiiege lexiDOOKS 




9. 


1 
1 


D 1 < 


lU'tD 


High School Textbook*^* 


i 0 


c * 


c 
0 


7A 


IU4D 


Elementary Textbooks 


12 




6 


79 


1045 


Federal Documents 


44 


19 


17 


20 


, 104 1 


State DoQuments 


43 


15 


14 


28 ' 


1039 


Local Documents 


40 


14 


12 


34 


1042 


Serials 


■ 58 . 


11 


15 


16 


1025 


Periodicals 


21 


12 


65 


1 


1037 


Microforms ^ 


35 


15 


22 


28 • 


1035 


Sound Recordi-nr^ 


'57 ■ 


16 


6 


21 


1039 


Films 




13 


8 


32 


1035 


Other W Materials 


45 


15 


7 . 


32 


1033 



As shown in Tabl6 D-4a, 50% or more of £he >rds^ondent$ indicated 
that they usually give full cataloging treatment^'1:o mass market paperback nonfiction, 
serials, and sound recordings. Less than half of the respondents reported giving 
full cataloging treatment* to the other types of materials listed. 

. , In order to gain further insight into the acquisitions practices of- 
CIP users, libraries were asked to indicate hpw frequently they attempt to order 
U.S. monographs prior to publication. These responses are presented in Table D-5; 
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^^ble D-.5 

Frequency With Wh>ch Respondents Order 
U-S. Monographs Prior to Publication 





Univ/Qol lege 


Comiliunity 
Col'legfi , 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 




n=462 


n=47 


n=226 


n=197 


n=152 


Never 


* 14% " 


21% 


32% 


- 25% 


63% 


Occasional ly 


81 


- 74 


• • •49. 


70 . 


37 


Usually 


5 




19 ■ 


5 





As shown in Table D-5, the majority (70% and higher) of 
university/college, .community college, and special libraries reported that 
they only occasionally order U.S. monographs prior to publication, the 
majarity o"f public libraries/^ndicated that they either occasionally (49%) or- 
usually (19%) order prior tp publication* School libraries are the exception 
with over hsff responding that t|iey never order prior to publitation. 



4> Would it be Acceptable to Acquisitions Users if CIP Data Were Distributed 
Only in MachinerReadabl e Form? 

Currently CIP data- is^ distributed by the Library of Congress in 
two forms: 1) printe<J in the book itself, and 2) in machine-readabl^^orm on 
tape via the MARC Distribution Sjervice* Commercial vendors, bibliographic 
utilities, and library service centers with computer processing capabilities 
purchase LC MARC tapes and redistribute CIP and other LC cataloging to 
individual libraries in^a variety of forms, including 3x5 printed cards, 
microform, printed acquisitions tools, ari^d online. 

Because increasiag numbers of libraries are purchasing cataloging 
services or participating in networ^ks v/htch provide access to CIP data either 
onlilie or in printpd form, the question has arisen as to whether it is 
necessary to continue distributing CIP data in the book itself. The opinions 
of libraries that reported using CIP in' acquisitions are presented in Table" 
D-6. • 
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Table 0-^6 • 



Acquisitions Users' Opinions as to the Acceptability 
- ' ■ of Distributing CIP D^ta Only oo 

MARC Tapes 



Univ/ , Community . Weighted 

College College Public "Sp^ecraJ School Total 



n=291 



n=22 



n=81 



n=f86 



n=81 



n=348. 



Yes, it woiild "be 
acceptable if Cl'P 
were distributed 
only, on MARC tape'. 26% 

No, it would not 
be acceptable for 
CIP to be distri- ' 
buted only on MARC 
tape. 74 



9% 



91 - 



5% 



95 



16% 



64 



5% 



95' 



•7% 



93 



• ^ • * ' - ^ ' -».' V 

. The overwhelming majority of all types of libraries tfia t \a5eOp^ pV \ 
for acquisitions indicated that it would not be acceptable for ZlV^tof^it .^.T^- 
distributed only on MARC tape* This percentage is as high as 91?J, f^r^!" 
;:ommun>^ college and 95% for pub-lic and school libraries.. Alit4ioi.gh,.thf 7;.^ ^ 
majority of university/college libraries responded that th^y need !CiPv4"n'6jc>th.-'S'' 
the, book ^nd on tape, approximately one-fourth (26%) ind1<:'at$d..$H&t::i^ 
4re acceptable' if CIP were distributed only (TfTtipe. The inaJOir^ pea^O?^^ 
by iTiost libraries for needing CIP in the book were convenience and-Vlack .^f-- 'iV..'* 
access .to CIP data in machine-readable form. Even though /thfe.JjisjtiCrr.t^^ 
university/college respondents noted thciJt they had^^access ^tQ a .b"i]fe>Tf6gr5j3^^^ . ^\ 
utility, most expressed a .strong desire to retain \:x\ X^^ ; 
convenience and, for' use as a back-up when automated "system^ aj^4ef|^^dwftV.,- • -a!^'..*. 

5. Hoi/ld the. Ad(fition of Approximate Prft5^^d Pagination Enhance tft6 QlP V 
MARC Record'' as an Acqui siti^fns Tool? ' \ . . • , ' * , 



^ In an effort tO> identify specific way^'irf whi^l^f the. CIP pro,gf*amv " 
could be improved, ITor^ries were asked whether or 'ftbt the tnclAjSion .of ' an... ' . 
gppq^oxlmata price and pagination i^n the CIP VecjiOfd. would enhance the . \} 
usefulness of the progrjam 7or acquisHions. \ /^l, r^''? 
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. Responses to tRis question for libraries that use CIP in 
acquisiti^s .are 'presented by type of library in Table 0-J. 



Table 0-7 



Acquisitions Users' Opinions as^ Whether the Addition 
,< • ' , 0^ Approximate Price and Pagination Woi/fd 

Increase the Usefulness of CIP 





Univ/ 
Col lege 


Community 
Col 1 ege 


Public 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Xotal 




n=287 


n=21 


n=76 


n=79 


n=76 


n=327 


Approxihiate Price 


79% 


71% 


57% 


70% 


66% 


66% 




n=275 


n=20 


n=67 


n=75 


n=73 


n=311 


Approximate Pagi- 
nation 


47 


35 


« 

31 


49 


48 . 


46 



Mt appears that the systematic inclusion of an approximate price 
. in the CIP record would increase the useful ness. of CIP as a selection/order 
tool for the fnaji^r.ity (66%) of libraries that already use CIP for " 
acquisitions. The perceived .increase in vake is greatest -for university/ 
college librariies (79%) and lowest for public libraries (57%), 

Less than one-half (46%) of an 1 ibraries. that use CIP for 
acqtJisitions, on the other hand, perceive that fhe inclusion of approximate 
pagination would increase the usefulness of CIP as a selection/order too-1. 
UniversUy/eoll^ge, special, and school libraries are almost equally divided 
on this issue, with approximately half responding Yes and half responding No* 
The majority of community collfi^qe and public libraries indicated that the 
inclusion of approximate pagination would not increase the usefulness 'of'CIP 
for acquisitions. 

i 

a 

6. What Types of Materi als Not Covered by the CIP Program' Would Acquisitions 
Respondents Like to See Included? 

the CIP program currently focuses on U.S. monogVaphs as described 
in Appendix 1. To determine if the scope of the program should be expanded, 
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libraries were asked to suggest additional types of materials for systematic 

coverage. ' ' • 

Of those 'libraries that reported using CIP for acquisitions, 
approximately a third indicated that additional types of materials should be 
Covered by the program. Materials that v/ere. suggested five or more times are 
presented in Table D-8. 

i 

Table D-8 

Additional Types of M^terials Suggested by Acquisitions Users 
, ' for Inclusion in the CIP Program 

(n=616) 

(Numbers in. parentheses refer to frequency of mention) 



Audio-visual materials (73) 

includes sound recordings (24) 
and visual recordings (12) 
Government documents (54) 

includes federal documents (19) 
and state documents (11) 
Serials and annuals (15) 
Publications of institutes 

and associations (14) 
Musip scores (14)' 
Small press publications (10) 
Foreign trade publications (9) 
Conference proceedings (8) 
Paperback books (7) 
Foreign-language books (7) 
University publications (7) 
Microforms (5) 



It should be noted that the- CIP program currently includes many . 

of the materials listed above, but that coverage may not be as comprehensive 
as some libraries would like. 

Of those libraries that did not report using CIP for acquisi- 
tions, less than one-fourth indicated that additional types of materials , 
should be included. Materials suggested five or more times by this, group are 
listed in Table 0-9. * ' • . ^ ' ' 



Types 



^ Table D-9 



*ypes of Materials Suggested by Acquisitions 
^ Non-Users for Inclusion in the 
CIP' Program 
(n=175) 

^ (Numbers in parentheses refer to frequency of mention) 



Audio-visual materials (76) 
includes sound /^ecdrdings (32) 
and visual recordings (15) 

Government documents (^8) 

includes federal documents (9) 
and state documents (6) , 

Serials and annuals (7) 

Reprints (7) 

All types of materials not 

currently included (7) 
Foreign trade publications (6) 
Foreign-language publications (5) 
Music scores (5) 



'Although the majority of libraries indicated that no additional 
types of materials* needed to be included in the program, audio-visual 
^ materials and government documents were mentioned most frequently by those 
libraries that expressed a desire to see the scope of the program expanded* 

* 

7. Wha-t Publishers Do Acquisitions Users Feel Should be Encouraged to 
Participate, or to Participate More Fully, in the CIP Program? 

» % Of the approximately 60.0 librari^es that reported^ using CIP for 
00^ or m6re act|ui sitions use^s, ^pproximately^half suggested' specif ic types of 
ipublishers *that shou Irf^bp^' encouraged .to >a>t^i€:ipate', '•^r to oarticipate more 
Vu.lly, tn the^rbgffam* Publi.shers menOj^ned'tlvfe ar rfffpre tiirfes^are 'listed in 
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^able D-10 

Types of Publishers Suggested by 
Acquisitions Users for Participation 
in the CIP Prograrn 
^ (n=333) 

(Numbers in parentheses refer to frequency^of mention) 



An publishers (96) 
University presses (32) 
Small presses (30) 
Publishers of government^ 

documents (21) ^ 
Institutions and associations (18) 
Audio-visual publishers (17) 
Foreign publishers (16), 
Religious publishers (13) 
Paperback publishers (8) 
British publishers (7) 
Scientific publishers (7) 
Technical'/publishers (7) 
Museums and art galleries (6) 
Publishers of conference 

proceedings (5) 
Publishers of "educational 

materials (5") 
European publishers (5) 

, £ 



As with the different types of. materials suggested for inclusion 
in the CIP program, many of TRe" different types of publishers mentioned by 
respondents already participate in the program. The list is useful, however, 
for identifying the different types of publishers that respondents would like 
to see participate more fully. 
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8. Does CIP Save Libraries Money in Their Acquisitions Work? 

When asked whether or not the CIP program produces cost savings 
in acquisitions, 55% of all types of libraries that reported using CIP'for 
acquisitions indicated that the program does save them money. 



Table D-11 

Libraries' Opinions as to Whether or Mdt 
CIP Saves money in Acquisitions 





Univ^ 
Col 1 eqe 


Community 
College 


Public 


Special 




Weighted 

Total—-—— 




n=293 


n=22 


n=83 


n=85 


n=82 


n=352 


Yes 


53% 


6.4% 


43% 


52% 


56% 


55% 


No 


16 ^ 


9 


20 


18 a 


i^lO 


12 


Mot Sure 


31 


27 


36 


30 


34 


34 



As shflwn in Table D-11, approximately one-third of all types of 
libraries indicated that they are not sure. whether CIP saves theqj money in 
acquisitions. From 43% to 64% of the respondents, however, depending on type 
of library, indicated that CIP does save them money. 

« 

— ^^^^ Overall Opinion of -Acquisitions Re spondents Towards the CIP 
Program ? ~ ^ 

As shown in Table D-12, an overwhelming majority of each type of 
library that uses CIP for acquisitions ratedthe program' as favorable or very 
favorable. Most of the remain.ing libraries (between 5 and 11%) reported a 
neutral rating. 
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Responde?>ts' Overall Opinions of the CIP Program 
for Acquisitions 



T^B D-12 





Univ/ 
Col lege 


Community 
Col lege 


Public 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=286 


n=22 


n=81- 


n=83 


n=83 


n=353 


Very Favorable 


m 

33% 


50% 


51% 


43% 


47% 


46% 


Favorable 


58 


4$ 


41 


48 


42 


44 


Neutral 


9 


5 


7 


8 


11. 


10 



Unfavorabli 



Very Unfavorable 



Libraries that did not report using CIP for acquisitions also 
gave the program a high rating. Eighty- foi/r percent of all types of libraries 
reported a favorable or very favorable rating^ 15%- were neutral, and less 
than 1% indicated an unfavorable rating. &xpVanations and comments given by 
these libraries revealed that this high rating is justified by the benefits 
that other sections of the library (especially cataloging) and> ultimately > 
patrons derive from the CIP program. 
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E. USAGE OF CIP DATA FOR CATALOGING ' 

1» How is CIP Data Used in Cataloging? 

In the cataloging section of the survey libraries were asked to 
indicate whether they use CIP data for each of the following cataloging uses: 

• Precatalog searching 

• Temporary cataloging 
t Permanent cataloging 

In precatalog searching, a library would typically refer to CIP 
d.ata found in the book or th'rough a printed or online source to identify 
preferred forms of entry for names and subjects and to verify other 
descriptive information about the book. This information is used in searching 
a specific title against the library's other hoWings and in preparing the 
final cataloging record. This procedure enables the library to relate a work 
to other similar works in the collection, to prevent unwanted duplication by 
verifying the uniqueness of each work, and to achieve consistency in 
cataloging. 

In temporary cataloging, a library would use CIP data found in 
the book or through another source tp laoel books for the shel-f and to produce 
a temporary cataloging record (usually in 3 x 5 card form) that could be used 
in the public catalog and shel fl i st^ until a full MARC record is available 
directly from the Library of Congress or indirectly through a commercial 
vendor or bibliographic utility. Usage of CIP for this purpose enabl'es a 
library to make books known and available for circulation to patrons even 
though a final, LC-MARC verified cataloging record is not yet avcfilable. 

For permanent cataloging, a 1 i bfrary' would typically use CIP 
data found in^the book or through another source as the basis for 
locating or creating a permanent cataloging record either in printed or 
machine-readable form. In most cases, this procedure involves: 1.) searching' 
a bibl'iographic utility or a vendor's fi*1e to see if the CIP record has been 
updated to full MARC, 2) verifying the CIP data against the book itself" to 



ensure an exact match, ^3) checking names and subjects against local authority 

files to identify discrepancies in forms of entry, 4) , modifying forms of 

entry, if necessary, to conform or link with local practices, and 5} 

completing the CI P : record ^y adding descriptive information about th6 book 

that was not available when the CIP record was created, such as the size of 

the book and the number of pages. The amount of verification and modification 

performed by a library depends on the level of cataloging accuracy and 

consistency perceived to be necessary in order to provide patrons with quick 

and easy access to the library's holdings and to cooperate with other 

libraries in identifying and sharing resources. 

.Table E-1 shows the distribution of users of CIP data by type of 

library and type of cataloging u€e. 

* 

Table E-1 
Usage of CIP Data for Cataloging 



Cataloging 


Univ/ 


Community 








Weighted 


Use 


Col lege 


College 


Public 


Special' 


School 


Total 




n=458 


n=47 


■ n=208 


n=200 


n=128 


n=592 


Precatalog searching 


55% 


^ 34%' 


29% 


34% . 


30% 


32% 


Tenporary cat,aloging 


22 


32 


18 


29 


. 23 


23 


Permanent catalogi,ng 


86 


85 


88 


84 


89 


88 



Well over three- fourths of each type of library reported using 
CIP as the ba^is for permanent cataloging. Approximately one-third to one'-^ 
half, depending on type of library, reported using it for precatalog - ^ 
searching, but less than one-third indicated that it is used for temporary 
cataloging. School and public libraries reported the highest usage for 
permanent cataloging--89% and 88% respectively. Uni ver;?rty/con ege, community 
college, and speyal libraries followed close behind with 86%, 85%, and 84%, 
respectively. 
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A little over haTf of all univers.ity/col lege libraries and 
approximately one-third of the community college and sfiecial libraries 
responding indicated -that they use CIP for precS'talog searching. It is 
reasonable to expect that, in many cases, CIP data is. used first in precatalog 
searching; then,^ based on results of the search, potential "problem" books are 
given temporary cataloging or' held for a full MARC record, while the 
remainder are cataloged permanently using CIP as 'a guide. 

>The following comments and explanations offered by libraries 
provide additional insight into how CIP is used in cataloging: 

\ 

• Use CIP as the basis for producing a printed cataloging record or for 
entering cataloging' Into an online system; 

« ) 

• Use CIP as a guide for establishing the preferred or authoritative 
form of a name or a subject heading; 

\ ' V - 

• Refer to. CIP to locate an LC catalog card number or other unique 

, /identifying information for use in searching an online data base or 
for use .in ordering catalog cards from a commeVcial vendor-; 

• Use CIP to sort materials according to main'entry oV classification 
number prior to cataloging so that they are accessible' i f needed 
before processing is complete. 

2. Mould it be Accep table to Cataloging User^ if CIP Data Were Distributed ' 
Only in Machine-Readable Form? 

Because of the'distribution of CIP data in machine-readable form 
through the LC-MARC tape service and its subsequent, availability to libraries 
• through the bibliographic utilities and through commercially-produced print 
products, libraries were asked' whether it would be acceptable if CIP data were 
distributed only on the MARC tapes, rather than both on the tapes and in the 
book. 

^ The responses of libraries that use CIP data for cataloging are 
presented by t^pe of library in Table E-2. 
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Table E-2 

Cataloging Users* Opinions as to the Acceptability 
of Distributing CIP Data Only on MARC Tape 





Univ/ 
Colleqe 


Community 
. College 


Public 


Special 


School 


Weigbted 
Total 




n=450 


n=45 


n=198 


n=i9^ 


. n=119 


n=5';i 


Y^s, it would be 
acceptable if CIP 
jrtfere* d^^stributed ' 
only on MARC tape. 




9% 


6% 




' "3% 


1 


No, it would not be 
acceptable if CIP 
were distributed 
only on MARC tape. 


75 


91 


94 


88 


97 


94 



The majority (75% and higher) of all types of libraries indicated 
that it would not be acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only on MARC 
tape. School and public libraries appear to feel most strongly with'*'97% and 
94%, respectively, indicating that it would not- be acceptable. 

The primary reason given by the majority of libraries for needing 
CIP in the book was that they do not have access- to MARC tapes. Many of these 
respondents, however, nqtecf that they use a bibliographic utility or commercial 
"cataloging service. Even for these libraries that have access to CIP data in 
machine-readable form, there appears to be a continuing need for CIP to be 
distributed in the book as well. Comments offered by the majority of respondent 
emphasize the importance of convenient access to CIP data and the importance 
of having CIP in 'The book when online systems or commercially-produced catalog- 
ing aids are not available. These comments are summarized below: 

• CIP i's more convenient, faster, xind easier to use in the book; 

• .Terminals are not always available for searching online; 

. . 00. 
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• Using CIP in the^ book for precataloging work (i.e., authority searches 
and classification) is less, expensive and more convenient than 
searching online; 

• ' CIP in the book is needed when online systems are down; 

• ' CIP in the book is needed to locate an LC card number or ISBN before 

searching online; ^ 

• CIP in the book alerts us tKat a full MARC record will probably follow 
' shortly; 

• We photocopy CIP in the book for copy cataloging; 

• CIP in the book is used by publid service staff to answer questions 
about cataloging. 

One comment offered by a public library sums up well the continuing need for 
CIP data to be distributed in the book as well as on tape, especially for 
smaller libraries that cannot afford to access a bibliographic utility or to 
purchase commercially-produced cataloging aids: 

"It has been valu-able to have the CIP available in the 
^ book for cataloging purposes. V/e are going to OCLC, so 

will find it less useful except when the system or our 
terminal is down. It is an extremely valuable^ sourde of 
cataloging information for small' libraries. Not everyone 
has access to MARC fiche, tapes, OCLC, ..." 
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3. What Percentage of the^U.S. Monographs that Libraries Cataloged Last 
Year were CIP Titles? 

7^ 

Table E-3 presents the percentage of U.S. monographs cataloged 
last year that were CIP titles. The majority of responses'fel 1 in the range 
of from 50% to 80%. 



Table E-3 ' ' 

Percentage of U.S. Monographs Cataloged 
Last Year That Were CIP Titles 



f RECUCMCV 



90 



A Public 

B Community Col 1 ege 

C Univ/Col lege 

D School 

E Special 
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^. What^Type of Library Staff Routinely Hagdles Cataloging for CIP Titles? 

To assess the impact of the CIP program on the type of staffing 
required for routine cataloging, libraries were asked to ir>dicate the level 
and duties of staff that routinely complete or revise cataloging for CIP 
titles. As 'shown in Table professional staff are invol ved in^ some aspect 
of cataloging CIP titles in all types of libraries. A substantial number of 
university/college lioranies (48%Jt/and public 1 ibraries ,(47%) , however, also 
reported using paraprofessional s; and 2S% or more of all types of libraries 
except special reported using clerical staff as well/ 
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Table E-4 ' , • 

Type of Library Staff that Routinely 
Completes and/or Revises Cataloging for CIP Titles 



Type of Staff 


Univ/, 
Col 1 ege 


Community , . " • 
College Public Special School 


Weighted 
Total s 




n=450 


n=46 n=202 n=i;94 n=123 


n=586 



Professional 76% 87% -59% , 83% 83% —^80% 

- Clerical . 27 " 35 25 ^ 20, 28 27 



No Specific Staff 4 - ■ ' 7 , 3 i ] 



Respondents' explanations of the duties of different levels of ' 
staff, as [described in Table E-5, indicate that professionals are used 
■principally in the review of work done by others, in the revision of CIP 
cataloging when data requires modification, and in the area of subject 
cataloging (i.e., assigning local classification' numbers and subject 
headings). Paraprofessional s are used in'preparing cataloging for a 
professional's review (i.e., completing descriptive cataloging for CIP titles 
and searching the titles against 1 ibrary catalog fil-es). Theyare also used 
in typing catalog cards from CIP data and for inputting additionalM oc^l data 
for CIP records into a bi^iographic utility. Cler.ical staff are most 
frequent l^iised for typing (catalog cards or' inputting data into'a ... 
bibliographic utility) and preliminary searchin'^. Some KBrarles also " 
reported using them to identify CIP problems for a professional's attention, 
to complete eiP cataloging when a full MARC' record is available, and to 
prepare temporary cata-log entries. 

5. What Percentage of CIP and Non-CIP Cataloging is R evie^ved for Accuracy 
by Professional Staff? : 

Table E-6 shows the percentage of CIP and non-CIP cataloging 
reviewed for accuracy by professional staff. 



Table E-5 



Most Frequently Reported Tasks Performed by Different Level? of Staff in 

Cataloging CIP Titles 



54 



Professional 


Paraprofessional 


Clerical 


n = 356 


n = 245 


n =»^20 


• Performs all cataloging 

• Verifies and revises 
cataloging .done by others 


• Performs all routine cata- 
login'g, including copy 
c'ataloging, for professional's 
review 


' • Types catalog .cards from 
cataloging copy or inputs 
data into bibliographic 
utility . ^ - 


• Assigns -local classifica- 
tion numbers and verifies 
LC classification numbers 

• Completes cataloging when 
CIP data is incorrect or 
requires modification 


• Types catalog cards from cata- 
loging copy or. inputs data 
into bibliographic utility 

• Performs precatalog searching 

• ^Completes descriptive catalogin'g 


• Performs precatalog 

searching -^■^^-r- 

• Performs copy cataloging 
for professionals review ^ 

> 









ERIC 



<» 



o 



Table E-& ^ ' 

PercehVage* of CIP and Non-CIP CatTaloging Revrnved./ 
' for Accuracy by Prof essio/ial .Staff ' • 



9 





Unjv/ 
Col lege 


Community 
Cb'l ] ege 


. Public 


Special 


School 




n=401 


- • n=S8- 


• ri=^173. 


n=]59 


n=)04 


CIP. 












* ^ 

/ Mean \ 


' . - 62% " 


74% 


54% 


..V 

' 69%' , ' 


'66%'. " '■• 


Standard 
Deviation .* 


' 46 ' 


• 42 


47 




A2 . 


■ i 


n=405 


n=38 


n=]65 


n=161 


n=92 ■ 


Non-CIP 












Mean 


63% 


82% . ■ 


61% 


-70% - 


77% ' 


Standard 
Deviation 


45 ■ 


35 


45 


43 

■ /• 


.39 



The majority of responses were either zero or 100% for both'CIP 
- and non-CIP cataloging. Th'e high standard deviations reflect this wide range 

of responses. Responses indicate that sjfghtly more non-CIP cataloging is^ 
^.reviewed for accuracy by professional staff than CIP cataloging. 

6. What Cataloging Procedures Do Libraries Follow for Bpoks with CIP? 

In order to unclerstand hov/ the CIP program affects the speed of 
processing new books, libraries were asked to indicate which of the following 
^procedures they follov/, if CIP data alane is available for a book when it 
arrives in. the library: ' 

• Complete the cataloging in-house 

• iHold the unprocessed book for the qompleted recbrd 

" " • Use thfi CIP data from the book as a 'temporary record until final 
, cataloging is available 

• other 
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As shown in Table E-7,..over two-thirds of all types of libraries 
indicated that they complete the cataloging in-house if CIP data alone is 
availaWe for a book when it arrives in the library. Of those libraries that 
do not complete the cataloging in-house, most (between 6% and 17%) use CIP as 
a temporary record until final cataloging is available rather than holding the 
unprocessed book for the completed record. Of the relatively small percentage 
of 1 ibraries jyjat hold the unprocessed book for the completed record, the 
majority are university/college and community college libraries. 



Tatle E-7 

Cataloging Procedures Followed by Libraries for Books with CIP Data 





l>ni V/ 
Cal lege 


Community 
Col lege 


Public 


Special 


School 


Weignted 
Total 




n=446 


n=46 


n=202 


n=192 




n=582 


Cofnplete cataloging 
in-house 


68% 


67% 


86% 


70% • 

r 


83% 


80% 


Hold book 


14 


11 


3 


6 


2 


4 


Use CIP as temporary 
record 


6 


13 


7 * 


17 


^ 12 


12 


Other 


12 


8 


3 


8 


2 


4 



Table E-8 shows the length of time that respondents who either 
hold the unprocessed book or use CIP cataloging as a temporary record will 
wait for full MARC records or LC cards before completing the CIP cataloging 
in-house. 



Table E-8 

Length of Time that Respondents will Wait for Full MARC 
Records or LC Cards Before Completing the CIP " ' 
Cataloging In-House 





Univ/ 
■ Col 1 ege 


Cominuni tv 
Col 1 eqe 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 




n=140 


n=l6 


n=29 


n=65 


n=26 


Less than 2 weeks 


9% 




31% 


17% ■ 


27% 


2 to 4 weeks 


^ 17 


25 


34 


15 


27 • 


5 weeks to 3 months 


35 


38 


28 

4 


31 


42 


4 to 6 nonths 


20 


31 


3 


20 




7 to 12 months 


12 






11 


4 


More than 12 months 


7 


6 


3 


6 





Most public and school library respondents are not apt to wait 
longer than 3 months, although a small percentage will wait up to a year or 
more. The majority of university/college, community college, and- special 
library respondents reported that they will wait up to 3 months for f u] 1 MARC 
records before completing CIP cataloging; but over one-third indicated that 
they would wait from 4 months to over a year. 

Libraries that pr-ocess CIP books using MARC records were asked to 
indicate the percentage of books with CIP data for which a CIP record instead 
of a full MARC record is found. As shown in Table E-9, responses ranged from 
zero to 100%. The majority of responses were in the range of from 10% to 50%. 
Thi^ suggests that full MARC records are available in the majority of cases 
for more than half of the books with CIP data that are received by library 
respondents using MARC rec6rds to process CIP books. 
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Table E-9 



Percentage of Books with CIP Data for Which 
a CIP Record Instead of a Full MARC Record is Found 



25 



20 ♦ 













EE 


















DD 


















CC 


















CC 


















CC 


















CC 


















CC 


















CC 


















CC 


















CC 






EE 












CC 






EE 












CC 






EE 












CC 






EE 












CC 






EE 












CC 




EE 


EE 












CC 


EE 


EE 


EE 


EE 










CC 


EE 


EE 


OD 


EE 










CC 


CC 


E| 


CC 


EE 






^ CC 




CC 


CC 


DD 


CC 


DO 






CC 




CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


OD 




EE 


CC 




CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


00 




DD 


CC 




CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


DO 




CC 


CC 




CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 




CC 


CC 




CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 




CC 


CC 




CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


8B 


CC CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


AA 


CC 


AA 


CC CC 


CC 


68 


CC 


CC 


CC 


AA 


CC 


AA 


CC EE CC CC 


CC CC 


AA CC 


CC CC 


CC AA CC 


CC 



EE 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 



DD 
CC 
CC 
CC 
CC. 
EE CC 
CC CC 



CC CC CC CC 







A 


EE 
EE 




B 


EE 
EE 




C 


EE 




D 


EE 






CC 




E 


CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 






CC 




CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


CC 


AA 


CC 


CC 


AA 


AA 


CC CC 


5 


5 


5 6 


0 


5 


8 0 



Public 

Community College 

Univ/College 

School 

Special * 



EE 

CC DD 
AA CC CC 
AA CC CC 



EE 

CC 
CC 
CC 
CC 

AA CC 



EE 
DD 
DD 



7 8 9 0 



122222333 
S0357S035 



1 

6778889990 
50505 7 0580 



PERCT^T 



When asked how long they have to wait for titles with CIP records 
to be replaced by full MARC records, the great majority of all types of 
libraries except community college responded thdt they do not wait, ds shown 
in Table E-10. This means that when a book with CIP data arrives and a 
full MARC record is not found, either throuyh^a bibliographic utility or 
another source, most libraries will complete the cataloging from the CIP 
record rather than holding the unprocessed book and waiting for a full MARC 
record. Community college libraries appear to be more apt to v/ait for 
full MARC records than other types of libraries, with over half estimating a 
wait of from two v/eeks to a year for full MARC to replace CIP records. 
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Table E-10 

Length of Time Estimated by Respondents for CIP Records 
to be Replaced by Full MARC Records 

Univ/ Community 





College 


Col 1 ege 


Public 


Speci al 


School 




n=215 


'n=5 


n=23 


n=4/ 


n=i;j 


Less than 2 weeks 


1% 


. . \ 


9% 


2% 


15% 


2 to 4 weeks 


*6 


2a 


4 


4 




5 weeks to 3- months 


7 






4 




4 to 6 months 


6 






2 


- J 


7 to 12 months 


2 


40 . 




2 




More than 12 months 


1 


t 




4 




Do not wait 


78 


40 


87 


81 


85 
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i.. Have Lib'raries Hade Changes in Their Cataloging Procedures as a Result of 
Using CIP? 

To aid in determining the impact of the CIP program on cataloging 
operations, libraries were asked whether .they have made changes in their 
cataloging procedures as a result of using CIP» 

As shown in Table E-11, 65% of community college, approximately 
50% of university/college and public, and 42% of special and school libraries 
indicated that CIP has resulted in changes in their cataloging procedures. 

Table E-1 1 

Libraries* Responses as to Whether or Not 
^ Changes Have Been Made in Cataloging 

Procedures Because of Using CIP 





Univ/ 


Community 








Weighted 




Colleqe 


Col 1 eqe 


Public 


Special 


School 


Total 




• n=429 


n=43 


n=180 


n=185 


n=l]4 


n=543 


Yes 


49% 


65% 


50% 


42% 


42% 


44% 


No 


51 


, 35 


50 


58' 


58 


• ,56 



Approximately 500 libraries offered comments and explanations as 
to how CIP has affected their cataloging operation. The most frequently 
mentioned impact was that CIP makes it possible to catalog books faster. 
Other frequently mentioned changes included: 

f The increased use of paraprofessional s for cataloging^ thereby- 
' avoiding the cost of using only professionals; 

t The immediate completion of cataloging for newly received books; 

f Using CIP to create temporary catalog cards while awaiting LC cards, 
thus making books available to patrons before cataloging is Complete; v 

t Reduced or eliminated need for searching the National Union Catalog 
(NUC) forJ.C cataloging copy. 
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The following comments and explanations, although mentioned less frequently, 
provide further information about how CIP is used and the impact that' it has 
had on^ cataloging procedures. ^ 

• Use CIP to verify the accuracy of purchased card kits; 

• Assign classification numbers fo^nd in CIP data rather than consulting 
hardcopy LC or Dewey classification schedules to determine class 
numbers; : 

f Use CIP in the book for' classi f ication, series, and authority work 
prior to the prodtiction af-,catalog cards- via OCLC.;^ 

• Use subjfect headings found in the CIP data rather than spending 
time consulting the LC subject headings list; 

• Give books with CIP data top priority in cataloging because they are 
likely to be "high-demand", titles. 

Another survey question related to the impact of CIP on cataloging 
procedures' is whether or not CIP makes cataloging easier for staff. As shown 
in Table^E-12, an overwhelming majority'of respondents indicated that CIP does 
make cataloging easier. 



Table E-1 



Libraries* Opinions as to V/hether CIP 
Makes Cataloging Easier for Staff 





Univ/ 
Col lege 


Community 
College 


Publ ic 


Special. 


School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=448 


n=45 


n=202 


n=195 


\ n=124 


n=58"9 


Yes 


99% 


98% 


99% 


96% 


\100% 


99% 


No 


1 

^ 


2 


1 


4 


Hi — 


1 
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8. Does the CIP Program Save Libraries Time and Money in Cataloging U.S. 
Monographs? ~ ' ' T I ' 

An important question 1n evaluating the usefulness and ,impact of 

the CIP program is whether" or not the. program saves ltbrar4es time and'money 

in (^ataloging. In order to compare the relative cost and time required to 

catalog CIP versus non-CIP books ,--1 ibraries were asked to provide estimates of 

the cost and time required to catalog the following types of books: 

• Books vith full LC copy 

• Books, with no LC copy 

• Book.s with CIP 

• Books without CIP . " 

The purpose of gathering data for books with and without Lp^copy was to gain 
insight into differences between CIP data^and full tCcopy. 

Results are presented in Table's E-13 through E-16. The response 
rate for these questions was relatively low; the majority of libraries either 
left some or all of the quesions blank or simply noted that they do not 
maintain these statistics* For this reason, specific dollar amounts that are 
cited may not reflect actual costs throughout the library community. 

As shown in Table E-15, the cost of cataloging books with CIP 
data ranges betv/een $1 and $3 for the majority of libraries that responded to 
this question, while the cost of cataloging non-CIP books ranges between $2 
and $5 for most respondents. In terms of time, it appears that books with CIP 
can be cataloged in 'about half the time required to catalog non-CIP books. As 
shown in Table E-16, most respondents reported that it takes 15 
minutes or less to catalog CIP books and between. 16 and 30 minutes or longer 
for non-CIP. 

. For full LC copy versus no LC copy, time and cost differences are 
similar to those for CIP versus qon-CIP books. Table E-13 shows that most 
respondents* estimates fell between $1 and $3 for cataloging books with LC 
copy and between $2 and $5 or higher for books without LC copy. And, as shown 
in Table E-14, most respondents indicated that.it takes 15 minutes or less to 
catalog with full LC copy and betv/een 16 and 30 minutes or longer without LC 
copy. 
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TABLE E-13 



ESTIMATED COST OF CATALOGING 
LC vs. NO LC COPY 



LC COPY 





1 




EEEt 










•0 


* 




EEEE 
















EEEE 














ECCE 


EEEEv 














EEEE 


EEEE J 














EEEE 


ddod 










70 


> 


EEE€ 


ODDD 














EEEE 


ODDD 














EEEE 


CCCC 














ODDD 


cccp" 














0000 


CCCC 


1 








CO 


> 


ODDO 


CCCC 
















»^ccc 














yVDDO 


CCCC 










* 


t 


^DDD 


CCCC 














CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 








50 ♦ 


CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 












CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 












CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 






t 






CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 












CCCC 


CCCC 


DDOO 








40 


► 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 












CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 












CCCC 


CCCC 


ciccc 












CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 












CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 








3D 




CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 




EEEE 








CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 


EEEE 








V CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 


DDDD 








BBB8 


CCCC 


CCCC 


DDDD 


CCCC 








8B8B' 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 




20 ♦ 


BS8S 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 








AAAA 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 








AAAA 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 






AAAA 


BB88 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEC 






AAAA 


6888 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 


EEEE 


10 ♦ 


AAAA 


AAAA 


B8BB 


CCCC 


CCCC 


CCCC 






AAAA 


AAAA 


BBBB 


88BB 


CCCC 


CCCC 






AAAA 


AAAA 


AAAA 


AAAA 


CCCC 


CCCC 






AAAA 


AAAA 


AAAA 


AAAA 


BBBB 


CCCC 






AAAA 


AAAA 


AAAA 


AAAA 


BBBB 


AAAA 






$1 


$2 


$3 


$4 


$5 





EEEE 
CCCC 



EEEE 
EEEE 
ODDO 
CCCC 
CCCC 



A 
B 
C 
D 
E 



Public n = 40 
Community n = 19 
Univ/College n = 
School n = 20 
Special n = 57 



167 



CCCC 
CCCC 



CCCC 
CCCC 
BBBB 



EEEE CCCC CCCC CCCC CCCC 



EEEE 
CCCC 



EEEE EEEE CCCC 



$tO Sit $13 $13 $14 $15 $20 $23 $29 $30 



NO LC COPY 



35 



30 



25 ♦ 



15 ♦ 



5 ♦ 





EEE 




















/EE 




EEE 
















E^E 




EEE 
















ECE 




EEE 
















DDO 




EEE 
















000 




EEE 
















DDO 




ODD 






* 










ODD* 




ODD 












EEE 




000 




000 












EEE 




CCC 




000 












EEE 




ccc 




CCC 












EEE 




ccc 




CCC 


EEE 










-EEE 




ccc 




CCC 


EEE 










EEE 




CCC 




CCC 


EEE 










CEE 




ccc 




ccc 


EEE 










EEE 




ccc 


EEE 


ccc 


EEE 










. ODO 




ccc 


EEE 


ccc 


EEE 










CCC 




ccc 


EEE 


ccc 


EEE 










CCC 




ccc 


EEE 


ccc 


EEE 










ccc 




ccc 


CCC 


ccc 


ODD.. 










CCC 




ccc 


CCC 


ccc 


CCC 










ccc 




ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 










ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 






EEE 




ccc 


DDO 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 




EEE 


CCC 




ccc 


DDO 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 




EEE 


ccc 




ccc 


ODO 


QQB 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


EEE 


EEE 


ccc 




ccc 


ODD 


QDB 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


EEE 


ODD 


ccc 




ccc 


CCC 


nna 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


EEE 


CCC 


ccc 




ccc 


ccc 


BRB 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


EEE 


ccc 


ccc 




ccc 


CCC 


OBB 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


EEC 


ccc 


ccc 




ccc 


ccc 


AAA 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


EEC 


ccc 


ccc 




ccc 


ccc 


AAA 


008 


AAA 


ccc 


CCC 


ccc 


ccc 




ccc 


B8B 


AAA 


UCB 


4AA 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


EEE 


ccc 




AAA 


898 


AAA 


BBB 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


Ccc 


ccc 




AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


etc 


CCCi^ 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 




AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


BBB 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc 




AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


ccc 


ccc 


ccc^^'^a'B 




AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


BOB 


OBB 


ccc 


BBB 




AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


888 


ccc 


AAA 


$1 


$2 




$4 


S9 


$€ 


$7 


$1 


$9 


$10 



A 
B 
C 
D 
E 



EEE 
CEE 
EEE 

CCC 

ccc 
ccc 

EEt CCC 



Public n = 38 
Cominunity n = 19 
Univ/College n = 154 



School 
Special 



n = 16 
n = 52 




EEE 

CCC 

ccc 
ccc 
ccc 
ccc 
ccc- 



rEE 



EEE 

CCC 

ccc 
ccc 
ccc ccc 



ccc ccc ccc ccc ccc EEE 



ccc 
ccc 



EEE 

CCC 



888 CCC AAA CCC BBB EEE BBB CCC CCC CCC CCC CCC CCC CCC BBB CCC 

$9 $10 $n $12 $13 $14 $^5 $l« $11 $20 $21 $25 $27 $30 $32 $35 $40 



ERIC 



64 



E-18 



TABLE E-14 



ESTIMATED TIME TO CATALOG 
LC vs. NO LC COPY 
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BBBBB 


CCCCC 




CCCCC 


AAAAA 


BBBBB 


ccccc 


61-75 


76-90 


106-120 


More Than 


min$ 


mins 


mins 


2 hrs 



6 



0 



1 



TABLE E-15 



ESTIMATED COST OF CATALOGING. 
CIP vs. NON-CIP BOOKS 



"REOUENCY 



CIP BOOKS 




$1 



$5 



EEEEE 
EEEEE 
EEEEE 
EEEEE 

OOODD *■ * 

OODDO 

CCCCC 

CCCCC 

CCCCC, EEEEE EEEEE 

CCCCC ODDOO CCCCC 

CCCCC EEEEE CCCCC cCCCC 
BBBBB 5CCCC CCCCC CCCCC CCCCC 
AAAAA CCCCC BBBBB CCCCC BBBB8 



A Publ ic n ='53 
B Qpmmunity n = 19 
C • Univ/College n = 161 
D School n = 29 
E Special n = 51 



EEEEE EEEEE 
CCCCC CCCCC CCCCC CCCCC BBBBQ 



$■ 



S10 



S11 



$13 



S13 



S14 



EEEEE 
ODDDO 

CCCJC EEEEE CCCCC 
S15 ' «0 S23 $30 



rREOUENCY 



NCflS-CIP BOOKS 



3D 



30 



10 



EEE 
EEE 
EEE 





DDO 




EEE 






oco 




EEE 






DDO 




EEE 






•CCC 




000 






CCC 




DDO 






CCC 




ODD 






CCC 




CCC 






CCC 




CCC 




EEE 


CCC 


EEE 


CCC 




EEE 


CCC 


EEE 


CCC 


EEE 


EEE 


CCC 


DDO 


CCC 


EEE 


DOO 


CCC 


ODD 


CCC 


000 


000 


nQQ 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


000 


BBB 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


000 


BRB 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


000 


AAA 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


AAA 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


^AA 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


AAA 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


AAA 


BBB 


AAA 


CCC 


AAA 


AAA 


BOD 


AAA 


AAA 


kk\ 


*AA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAA 


AAl 


ATA 


A'AA 


AAA 


AAA 













EEE 
EEE 
EEE 
EEE 
ODD 



BRB AAA 







EEE 








EEE 




EEE 




EEE 




ODD 




000 




CCC 




CCC 




CCC 


EEE 


CCC 


EEE 




EEE 


CCC 


CCC 


cc<r 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


CCC 


BBB 


CCC 


BBB 


CCC 


AAA 


BBB 






SB 


$9 


$10 


SI2 



A Public n = 54 

B Community >n =>18 

^ Univ/College n = 145 

D School n = 30 

E Special n - 57 



EEE 

CCC 
EEE CCC 



EEE 
ODD 
'CCC 
CCC 
CCC 
CCC 
BBB 



EEE CCC CCC CCC EEE 

«7 SB $9 S10 SI2 Si3 $14 S15 S u'^i u'";2o"i3r"i3o"'nr'i35"iIo 



S€ 
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TABLE E^n 

ESTIMATED TIME TO CATALOG 
CIP vs. .NON-CIP BOOKS 



210 



150 



o ♦ 

.•1 



EECCC 
EECEC 
EEEEE 
EEECE 
\^ ,PDDDD 

DDDDD 
CCCCC 

ccpco- 

CCCCC 

ccccp 

CCCCC 
CCCCC* 
CCCCC • 

cccct 
ccccc 
ccccc 
ccccc 
ccccc 
ccccc 
' ccccc 
" ccccc 

888S8 
8BB88 
AAAAA 

Aaaaa 

AAAAA 
AAAAA 
AAAAA 
AAAAA 
AAAAA 



CJP BOOKS 



A 
B 
C 
.5 
E 



EEEEE 
EEEEE 
EEEEE 
• ECCEE 
s DDDDD 
DDDDD 

ccccc 

CCCCC 

ccccc 

CCCCC 

CCCCC ' 

CCCCC 

CCCiTC 

BB8B8 

AAAAA 



EEEEE 
CCCCC 

ccccc 



Publi£ n = 66' 
Community n = 23 
Univ/follege 'n = T96 
School n'-*37 ^ 
Special n - 79 



1-15 
mins 



16-30 
mins 



31-45 
mins 



46-60 
mins 



76-90 
mins 



9f-105 
mins 



106-120 
mins 



More Than 
2 hrs 



40 



30 







NON-CIP 










\ 






. EEEEE 
EEEf^ 


















EEEEE' 
EEEEE 








A 


Public n = 


65 • ■ 






DDDDD 
DDDDD 








B 


Community n 
Unlv/College 


= 21 






DDDDD 
CCCCC 








C 


n = 179 






CCCCC 








D 


School HI =^ 






CCCCC 
CCCCC 








E 


Special n « 


^ ; 






CCCCC 














EEEEt 


CCCCC 
















EEEEE 


CCCCC 
















EEEEE 


' ccccc 




EEEEE 












DDODO 


ccccc 




EEEEE 












DDDDD 


ccccc 




EEEEE 












CCCCC 


ccccc 




EEEEE 












Ctccc 


ccccc 




00000 












CCCCC 


88088 


EEEEE 


ccccc 












CCCCC 


08BG8 


EEEEE ' 


ccccc 












CCCCC 


AAAAA 


DDODD^ 


ccccc 












CCCCC 


AAAAA 


CCCCC 


ccccc 












^ CCCCC ^ 


AAAAA 


CCCCC 


ccccc 












AAAAA 


AAAAA 


CCCCC 


ccccc 






EE|EE 


EEE^E 




AAAAA 


AAAAA 


CCCCC , 


BBOOB 






CCCCC 


CCCCC 


CCCCC 


AAAAA 


AAAAf 


AAAAA 


AAAAA 






ccccc 


ccccc 


CCCCC 


1-15 . 


16-30 


31 -45 - 


46-60 


61-75 




76-90 91-105 


106-1 20 


More TRan 


mins 


mins 


mins 


mins 


mins 




mins mins 


fiiin's 


2 hrs 



er|c ^ 



67 



r 
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The following general observations can be made about the 
libraries responding to these questions; . ^ ' ' 

• With any type of LC co\y, including CIP, the cataloging cost is 
between $1 and $3 and me cataloging time is 15 minutes or le^s 
for the majority of libraries. 

• With no LC copyr inducting CIP, the cost is between $2 and $5 or 

• ^ higher and the time • is 16 to 30 minutes or longer for most libraries, 
t It appears to take approximately twice as long to catalog books 
without LC or CIP copy. ^ ' 

Regardless of the actual cost of cataloging, the gre^it majority of 
e^ich type of library perceives that CIP saves them money in cataloging," as. 
shown in Table E-16a. ' ..v 

Table. E-16a ' ' . 



Catalogir^ Users' Opinions as to Whether 

- ^ CIP ;5^yes Money 





e 

Uni v/Col 1 ege 


Community 
College 


:Publ ic 


Special. 


School 


Weighted 
. Tot-al ' 




n=442 


•'n=-345 


n=194 


n=192 


, n=119 


n=569 


Yes 




80% 


83% 


.77%- 


71% 


■ . 73% • 


No 


6 


7 


6 


7 


12 


"to- 


Mot Sure . 

t. 


18 


13 


,11 


16 


13 


17. 

0 



9, What Benefits of CIP are Most Important 'to Cataloging Users? . 

In order to learn wfrfch benefit^ of the CIP program" catal ogfng . 
users perceive to be most impd^rjianfe, 1 ibr.aries we^e asked to rate the 
rimpbrtance of several potential benefits of using CIP-. These benefits and 
cataloging users* opinions as to their importance are? presented in Table 
E-17. ' , ' , " . ' . ' ^' . 



E-22 



^ Table E-17 

Cataloging User's Opinions as to the Importance 
of Potential Benefits of CIP 



^Potential 
^Benefit 




Univ/ 
Colleqe 


Community 
Col lege 


Public 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total 






n=436 


n=44 


n=l9l 


n=l$6 


n=ni 


n=540 


Elimination or 


VI 


* 52% 


57% 


49% 


49% 


41% 


44% 


- simplification of 


SI 


27 


18 


25 


22 


23 


23 


pVecata-log 


NI 


21 


25 


26 


29 


36 


33 


searching. ^ 














n=440 


n=46 


n^. 


n=188 


n=114 


n=550 



non-profes*jonar SI 



staff 



MNI 



32 
24 . 



2.6 
28 



29 
27 



28 
34 



34% 

21 

45 



37% 

24 

39 



Improvement in 
.speed"" of avail- 
ability of LC 
catildgihg 



. .n=446 



>K^^78% 
15 

N-I ■ ^ 



iliprttvof staff 



SI 39 



to otpfec-jduties •> NI. 33 



• . • r- 1.-. 



I,mpro've[iri$pl\in 



'fl=44.0 



n=43 



72% 
9 
19 



rT=4S3 . • n=44 
Alloi^s reassign- VI,- 1^% 



25% 
•48 

. ^27 : 



n=184 



45% 

19. 

36 



n=187 n=112 



57% 

18 

26 



34% 
26 
40 ' 



n=185 



n=181 



37% 
35 

^28 



29% 

29 

41 



2«^% 

21 

50 



■n=46 -, • > n^TgT 

. . VI 56%- . 63% .67% 

qua'4 i ty, of 'fca^a- SI ' 38i. • 24 28 
l^gpang^ ^v.' - . r« ; 6-\ " T3' - 5' 



31 
7 



73% 
18 
8 



n=541 



42% 
23 . 
35 



n=110 n=532 



30% 

25 

45 



n=189 " n=119 n=567 



Tor 

22 
8 



%\ • n=440 • n=46 

^•In.crease.-in stan- VI ^ 58^ WIk 
"d.a:fdt^ation Qf "SI 33'' 

citations" .• NI B , . 17, 



n=193 

31. 
. &• 



n=189 



n=119 n=567 



57% 

30 

13 



67% 
27 
6 



28 
7 



' Continued 



r Very^ ImporU/it, 51 = Somewhatr Important,-!^! ='^Nof Iinportant 
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Taye E-17, 


continued 








Potential 
Benefit 




Univ/ 
Col l ege 


Community 
> Co^ege ' 


^ Public 


Special 


, School 


Weighted 
Total 






n=4 19 


n=44 


n- 1 


n- loU ■ 


n= 1 15 


n=546 


Allows redirec- 
ting of funds for 
other pTurposes 


YI 
SI 
NI 


26%' 

36 

37 


34% 

36 

30 


39% 

29 - 


2'9% 
28 

Ho 


43% 
23 


40% 

25 ■ 
35 , 


Gets books to 
shelves faster 


.VI 
SI 

NI. 


n=444 


n=46 


n=198 


n=194 


■n=120 


n=575 


80% 
15 

5 . 


83% 
15 
2 


80% 
16 
4 


75% 
23 

2 . 


86% 
13 
1 


■83% - 
15 
2 



The benefit of getting books to the shelves faster so that they 
will be available to patrons^is perceived to be very important by the great 
majority (three-fourths or more) of each type of library. Improvement in the 
sp^ed of availabili-ty of ^C cataloging is rated as very important by 
approximately three- fourths of the university/college and commupity'col 1 ege 
libraries responding, while improvement in the quality of , catal oging is 
perceived to be very important by approximately) three-fourths of the school 
libraries responding. Communit^y colljege, public, and special liiraries also 
perce>ve improvement in the_ quality of cataloging to be very important with 
over 60% of each type expressing this opinion. 

A few of the libraries responding offered additional comments 
which emphasized the importance of the benefit of increased efficiency and 
uniformity in processing books. 



10. -Has the Speed with which Full MARC Records ar e Available Changed 
Since the CIP Program Began? : — 



Currently, catalog cards printed and distributed by the Library 
of Congr-ess, as well, as.stfme of the cataloging aids distributed- by (jommercial 
vendcfrs , ^are produced from full MARC records. Because many libraries 
^ -purchase- and depend on these cataloging services for permanent cataloging-, it 
'^^*N4i^ important for CIP records "to be' updated, to full MARC as quickiy-^s 

posf-ible. This updating procedure is dependent upon the publisher forwarding 
, a copy of the published 'book, to the Library of Congress as soon as possible, 
after publication." " ' ^ 
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In order to determine whether or. not the CIP program has resuUed 
in the faster availability of MARC records, libraries were asked to indicate 
any changes, that they have noticed in the speed with which LC cards and full 
MARC records in machine-readable form for CIP titles are available. 
Findings are presented in Table E-18. ' 

Table E-18 

Cataloging Users* Opinions as to the Speed With Which LC 
Cards and Full MARC Records are Available for CIP Titles 



Change in 
Speed Since 1971 


Univ/ 
College 


Community 
College 


Public 


Special 


^ School 


Weighted 
Total 




. n=433 


. n=39 


n=168 


n=183 


' n=100 


•n=493 


LU uaros 


' ' -r 












Quicker 


27% 


44% 


18% 


* 

26% 


25% 


25% 


Slower 


3 


5 


2 


3 




1 


Mo Chang;e 


6 


8 


2 


6 


3 


4 


No Opportunity 
to Observe 


64 ■ 


44 


78 


66 


72 


71 


Full MARC'' 


• n=412 


n=34 


n=160 


n=159 


n=82 


n=420 


Quicker 
i 

Slower 


34% 


S 

12% 


9% 


14% 


'4% 


8% 




3 




2 






No Change 


4 




i . 


1 




1 


i 

No Opportunity 
To Observe 


61 


85 


90 

< 


82 




91 - 



Approximately one-fourth df university/college, special, and 
school libraries, and. almost half of all community- col lege libraries 
responding indicated' that the speed with which LC card? are Available hAS 
increased, iiith the exception of community college libraries, however, the 
majority of each type of library indicated that they have not had an 
opportunity to observe any change. - ^ ' 
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As for the availability of full MARC records in 

'0 

machine-readable form, approximately one-third of the university/college 
libraries indicated that the speed has increased; but the majority of all 
types of libraries indicated that they have not had an opportunity to observe, 
any change. * 



11. What Potential Problems in Using CIP Data Are Most Important to 
Cataloging Users? ^ ' 

^ In order to identify those problems in using CIP data that are 

most Important to users, libraries wire asked to rate the importance of three 
potential problems. The views of cataloging users are presented in Table 
E-19. 



Table E-19 

Cataloging Users' Opinions, as to the Importance 
of Potential Problems in Cataloging 
CIP Titles • 



Potential 




Univ/ 


Community 








Weighted 


Problem 




Col lege 


Col 1 ege 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


Total 






n=447 


n=45 


n=190 


n=192 


n=n6 


n=558 


Some cataloging 


.VI* 


21% 


13% 


13% 


18% 


12% 


13% 


elements are not 


SI 


43 


47 


■ 33 


37 


34 


■ 35 


included in the 


NI 


35 


40 


55 


45 


54 


52 


CIP data 
















n=447 


n=44 


n=191 


n=193 


n=117 


n=562 


CIP record some- 


VI 


3^9% 


23% 


20% 


25% 


15% 


!«% 


times differs' 


SI> 


46 


61 


45 


44 . 


38 


40 . 


from final cata-- 


NI 


15 


16 


35 


31 


48 


41 


loging record ' 
















n=445 


n=45 


n=192 


n=193 


n=119 


n=569 


Publishers do 


VI 


23% 


33% 


23% 


24% 


^ 27% 


26% 


not alvrays print 


SI 


38 


42 


39 


36 


43 


41 


CIP data in the 


NI 


40 


. 24 


39 


40 


30 


33 


correct format 

. ... ^. 

















*VI = Very Important, SI = Somewhat Important, NI =' Not Important 
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Although none of these problems was rated as very important by the majority of 
libraries that use CIP for cataloging, the problem of greatest concern to 
^community college, public, and school libraries appears to be that publishers 
do not always print CIP data in the correct format. , University/college and 
special libraries considered the potential problem created by the CIP record 
differing from the final cataloging j^ecord to be more important. 

« 

]Z. How do Cataloging- Users Feel About the Accuracy of CIP Cataloging? 

Because CIP data is created by the Library of Congress based on 
pre-publication informatipn supplied by the publisher, it is subject to change 
as a book^roceeds through the final stages of publication and the cataloging 
process. Listed below are a few of the changes that might typically occur 
during the publishing and cataloging process: 

• The title of the book might be changed by the publisher during the 
final stages of publication;, 

A book might be miscl assi f ied by IC because of incomplete or insuffi- 
cient information about the work; 

• Authors might be incorrectly identified by LC due to insufficient 
information from the publisher at the pre-publication stage, or 
statementsof responsibility might be reworded by the publisher 
during the -publ ishing process in such a way that the main entry is 
affected ; 

' • Publishers might create errors in CIP data printed in the book by 
making unauthorized changes in the data-, or through typographical 
errors. 

To determine whether these changes adversely affect the 
usefulness of CIP, libraries were asked for their opinions of the accuracy of' 
CIP cataloging. As shown in Table E-20, the majority (over 80%) of each type 
of library responding expressed the opinion that the accuracy of CIP 
cataloging is satisfactory or very satisfactory. Most of the remaining 
lib,raries were neutral on the issue with only a small percentage indicating 
that the level of accuracy is unsatisfactory to them. 
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Table E-20 



Cataloging Users' Opinions of the Accuracy of 
CIP Cataloging 





.Univ/ 
Col leqe 


Community 
Col lege 


Public 


Special 


Scfiool 


Weighted 
Total 




. n=450 


n=45 


n=195 


n=190 


n=120 


n=572 


Very Satisfactory 


11% 


16% 


17% 


18% . 


29% 


25% 


Satisfactory 


73 


67 


66 


69 


63 


65 


Neutral 




16 


14 


12 


6 


8 


Unsatisfactory 


'A 


2 


2 


1 


' 2 


2 


Very Unsatisfactory 






2 ■ 









Over 400 different libraries offered comments in response to this 
question. In these comments, some li^braries expressed 'an awareness and 
understanding of the problems created by inaccuracies and discrepancies 
between the CIP record and the final MARC record, while others noted areas 
of special concern. The most frequently mentioned comments are summarized 
below: 



Inaccuracies in CIP data are rare; 

CIP data is sufficient for most cataloging tasks; 

Although accuracy varies^ our staff is trained to cope using 
verification procedures; 

There are>changes between CIP data and the final MARC record; 
There Is some misclassification; 

.LC <:lassif ication numbers and subject headings do not always meet our 
needs; \ 

Main entry errors are especially troublesome. ' \ • 
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13, What Potential Improvements to^-t^^e^tTTP Program Do Cataloging Users 
Perceive as Most Important? 

In order to identify specific ways to improve the CIP program for 

CIP users, ^1 ibraries were asked to rate the importance of several potential * 

improvenfients. The opinions of libraries that reported using CIP for 

cataloging are presented in Table E-21. 



' , Table E-21 

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to the Importance of Potential 
Improvements to the CIP Program 



Pnfpnt i a 1 




Univ/ 


fommuni t V 




< 




We i dht ed 


Improvemefvt 


College 


Col lege 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


Total 






II — 400 


n=46 


n=190 


n=188 


n=l 1 5 


n=553 




V 1 


•J-iTo 


U 1 A) 


45% 


38^ 


43% 


43% 


nf TIP data 


SI 


43 


28 


45 


42 


46 


45 


IP 1 mn 1- L rr^j |m UUUI\ 


NI 


23 




10 


20 


10 


12 






n=443 


n=46 


n=191 


n=193 


n=120 


n=572 , 


Completeness of 


VI 


42% 


43% 


41% 


40% 


- 57% 


52% 


entry in book 


SI 


42 


48 


49 


49 


38 


41 * 




NI 


15 


9 


9 


11 


5 


7 






n=444 


n=46 


n=191 


n=192 


n=116 


n=559 


Increased ac- 


VI 


75% 


80% 


66% 


64% 


66% 


67% 


curacy in CIP 


SI 


24 


17 


30 


32 


, 30 f 


30 


data 


NI 


1 


2 


4 


4 


3 


3 






n=442 


n=46 


n=188 


n=190 


n=112 


n=544 


Improvement in 


VI 


64% 


63% 


41% 


55% 


50% 


51% 


sfieed of avail- 


SI 


28 


30 


28 


30 


31 


30 


abi 1 ity of com-' 


NI 


7 


7 


31 


15 


19 


19 


plete cataloging 




















n=443 


n=46 


n=194 


n=192 


n=119 


n=569 


Availabil ity of 


VI 


80% 


85% 


81% 


81% 


79% 


80% 


CIP for more 


SI 


13 


13 


18 


17 


20 


19- 


books 


NI 


• 2- 


2 


1 


2 


1 


1 



*VI = Very Important, SI = -Soiiiewhat Important, NI = Not Important 
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The overwhelming majority (79% to 85%) of all types of libraries viewed the 
availability of CIP for more books as very important. Increased accuracy in 
CIP data was also considered to be very important by nost libraries, 
especially academic. The majority of academic libraries (over 63%) also 
perceived improvement in the speed of availability of completed cataloging to 
be very important. Other potential improvements in the CIP program such as 
the standardization of CIP data as formatted in the book and the provision of 
a more complete CIP entry in the book do not seem to be as important to most 



users. 



14. What Bibliographic Elements Would Cataloging Users Like to S ee Added 
to or Eliminated from CIP Data Printed in the BookT " 

The following bibliographic elements are not included in the CIP 
data printed in the book either because they are not known before the book is 
actually published or because they are apt to undergo many changes during the 
publication process: \ 

• Subtitle • Place and date of 

• Statement of Responsibi-l ity publication 

• Edition statement • Pagination and size 

• Publisher • Price. 

In order to determine whether the usefulness af CIP would be enhanced 
through the addition or elimina'tion of specific bibliographic elements, surve/ 
re^i!rmidents were asked if there are elements that should be added to or 
eniminated from the CIP data printed in the book. The responses of libraries 
that reported using CIP for cataloging are presented in Tables E-22 and E-23. 

Table E-22 

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to Whether Additional Bibliographic 
Elements Should be Included in the CIP Data Printed in the Book 



^ Univ/ 
Col 1 ege 


Community 
Col 1 ege 


Publ ic 


. fecial 


School 


V/ei gh ted 
Total 


n=410 


n=43 


n=178 


n=173 


n=103 


n=502 


Yes 20% 


26% - 


16% 


20% 


14% 


15% 


No 80 


74 


84 


80 


86 


85 
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A relatively sma-ll percentage of all^ types of libraries 
(one-fifth or less for all types except community college) indicated that 
additional bibliographic elements should be included in the CIP data printed 
jin the book. The largest percentage was community college with a little over , 
one-fourth {26%) responding that additional elements should be included. When 
asked to list specific elements that should be added, many libraries indicated 
that the CIP data printed in the book should be as complete as possible. The 
most frequently mentioned elements for inclusion were: 

• Edition statement 

• Price ' ^ 

• Collation (i»e., pagination and size) 

t Complete imprint information (i.e., publisher, place, 
and date of publication) 

t Subtitle 

• Statement of responsibility* 

Other elements mentioned less frequently were: 

t Series info'^rmation*, 

>- • 
t Alternate classification numbers* 

* 

• Author' s dates* 

• Notes* 

/ • - : 

• National Library. of Medicine (NLM) subject headings and 
classification numbers for medical titles* 

• Uniform titles for books about music* 

• Subject headings for fiction,** . 

While most libraries felt that no additional elements needed to 

be included in the CIP data printed in the book, an overwhelming, majority 

indicated that no elements should be eliminated either'. As shown in/Table E-23,^ 
» 

99^ of all libraries expressed the opinron that no elements should be dropped. 



Already included in CIP da^. , ' " 

Assigning subject headings for fiction would require a chan^ in LC 
cataloging policy. ^ ' ' 
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Of' the small percentage of libraries that listed specific elements that could 
be eliminated, bibliography and index notes were mentioned most often. It is* 
probable that these^elements were mentioned most frequently, however, because 
a previous question in the survey asked specifically about these notes. 

Table E-23 ' ^ 

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to Whether Bibliographic 

Elements Should be Eliminated from the CIP * ^ 
Data Printed in the Book ^ 



> 


Univ/ Community 
College College 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=433 n=43 


n=180 


n=180 


n=108 


n=523 


Yes 


6% ^ 2% 


6% 


Z% 




n 


Mo 


94 98 
t 


94 


97 


100 


99 



f Since bib! iocfraphy and index notes are apt to change frequently 

dbx^ing^the'publ icjtion process, libraries were asked for their views as to 
whether these notes should be retained in the CIP data printed in the book. 
As shown in Table E-24, over half of all types of libraries except public 
e)^pressed the feeling that they should b« retained. A little under half (45%) 
ofthe public libraries responding felt that they should be kept. 



Table £-24 ^ ' 

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to Whether Bibliography and 
Index Notes Should be Dropped from the 
CIP Data Printed in the Book 



V 


Univ/ 
Col leqe 


Community ' 
College ■ 


Public 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=433 


n=44 


n=177 


n=183 


ri^l05 


n=513 


Drop Them 


39% 


48% 


55% 


42% 


37% 


41% 


Keejy Them 


61 


.52 


45 - 


58 


63 


59 



7^ 
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/ In addition to asking libraries specifically about the retention 

or elinination of.jbibi iography and index notes, libraries were also asked how 
dates in the cutter number shoul^ be expressed. Dates in the cutter number 
are ap^ to undergo change to reflect the actual date of publication rather 
than the projected date of publication. Since there are frequent changes in 
dates, especially for titles due to be published towards the end of a calendar 
year, libnaries were 'asked v/hether they would prefer that the word "date" be 
substituted for the actual |Jats (e.^:, Hb31.B84 datai^ instead of HD3I.884 
1980). Responses are -presented in Table E-25. 

K 

Table E-25 ' 

Cataloging Users' Preferences as to Whether the Word 
"Date" Should be Substituted for the Actual Date 
' in the CIP Record 









Univ/ 
Col lege 


Gommuni ty 
£0] lege 


Public 


Speci a] 


School 


Weighted- 
Total 








n=4I6 


n=4] 


n=140 


n=]78 


n=83 


n=426 


CIP in 


Book 


Yes 


63% 


56% 


. 49% 


54% 


41% 


46% 






No 


38 


44 


5] 


46 


59 


54 








n=327 


n=30 


n=79 


n=]]6 


n=55' 


n=281 


CIP on 
Tape 


MARC 


Yes 
No 


57% 
43 


50% 
\50 


47% 
53 - 


49% 
5] 


33% 
68 


39% 
61 



Over half of all university/college, community college, and 
special libraries responding expressed a preference for the word "date" rather 
than the actual date in CIP data printed in the book; and a little under half 
of the public and school libraries responding indicated a preference for the 
v/ord "date" over the actual date. 

For CIP data distributed on MARC tape, from one-third (33% for 
school libraries) to a little over half (57?^ for university/college) of the 
libraries responding expressed a preference -for the word "date" instead of the 
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,actual date. It appears front these results that substitution of the word 
"date" is preferred primarily by'acadSiic libraries, but that results are less 
conclusive fon other types of libraries. 

15. What Types pf Materials Not Covered by the CIP Program Would Cataloging 

Users Like to See Included? 
t 

'In order to determine whether the usefulness of the CIP program . 
for cataloging would be increased by expanding the scope, libraries were asked 
if there are types of materials not covered by the program which they would 
like to see included. The responses of libraries that reported using CIP for 
cataloging are presented in Table E-26. 

Table E-26 

Cataloging Users' Opinions as to Whether Additional 
Materials Should be Included in 







the 


CIP Program 






Univ/ 
■ Col lege 


Comunity 
Col 1 eqe 


Public Special School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=408 


n=40 


n=l69 n=i65 n=]05 


n=501 


Yes 


43% 


53% 


27% 45% 23% 


28% 


No 


57 


48 


73 55 77 


.72 



A little over half {53%) of. all community college libraries and a 
little under half of all uni versi^tj(/col lege and special libraries, responding 
indicated that they would like to see additional types of material S' included - 
in the program. The majority of public and school libraries responding, on 
the other hand, indicated that there are no additional types of materials that 
they would like to see included. The type of material mentioned most 
frequently by each type of library was* audio-visual matert-als (especially 
sound recordings). Government documents (particularly federal) were mentioned 
next mast frequently by all types of libraries except school. Table £-27 
Jists these and other types of materials that were mentioned five or more 
times by cataloging users. 



E-34 



Table E-27 

'Types of Materials Suggested by Catakvging'^ 
Users forvlnclusion in theCIP Program 
• (n=591) 

(Numbers in parentheses refer to frequency of mention) 



Audio-visuab^aterial s (211) 

includes soJ^sidrg^^ordings (85) 

a^Td>Ksual reoTfdings (22) 
V^^^^-erye^ Document's (145) 

includes federal documents (40) 

and state documents (27) 
Music scores (32) 
Serials and annual s (28) 

Microforms (16) . • ' ' 

All types of jnaterials not 

currently included (15) 
Foreign trade publications (14) 
Publications of institutes and 

associations (14) 
Paperback books (13) 
Foreign language books (12) 
Small press publications (11) ' 
University publications (10) * ^ , 

Maps (7) 

Conference proceedings (6) 

^Technical reports (5) * *t 

Religious publications (5) 




•It^should be noted that the CIP program currently includes many 
of the materials listed above, but that coverage nay not be as comprehensive 
as some libraries would like. . ^ 

16. What Pyblishers Do Catal Qging' Users Feel Should be Encouraged to 
Participate, or to Participate More Fully, in thfe CIP Program? ' 

Of the 1,028 libraries that reported usinj^IP for one or more 

cataloging uses, approxim^ateJy half suggested specific types of publishersT 

that should ]>€ encouraged to participate, or to participate more fully, in the 

program. Types of publishers mentioned five or more times are listed in T?ble 

£--28. It should be noted that many of" the different types of publishers 

mentioned by respondents already participate in the program. The list is 
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useful ,', however, for identifying the types of publishers thd^^espondents 
would 'like to see participate mo/& fully. V 



/ 



^ Table E-28 

Types of Publishers Su^ested by 
Cataloging Users for Participation 
in the tlP Program 
(n=543) ^ 

(Numbers in parentheses refer to frequency of mention)' 



All .publishers (152) 
Smair presses (47) 

University presses (45) ' * 

Audio-vtsual publishers (42) 

^ includes music^publishers (12) ' ^ 

and recorcf companies (7) ' , ^ 

Publishers of gSvernm&nt » . . ' . 

documents (43) , a 
•Foreign publishers (26) 
Religious publishers (23) 
BHtish publishers (17) 
^Paperback publishers (js) , 

Institutes and associations (11) ^ 
• Publishers of educational ' 

materials (li). - . " - ' 

Scientific publishers (10) 
Publishers of jcivenile 

materials (7) * / , 

Publishers of law materials (7) 
Publishers of foreign language 

materia] s (5) ^ ^ 
Foreign publishers wdth , ' , 

^U.S. imprints (5^ S * - • ' 
Museums and art galleries (5,) 
Reprint publishers (5) -* 



\ 

17, What is the Overall Opinion of Cataloging Users Towards "the CIP Program ? 

In order to 'assess cataloging users' overall level of-^safi^action 
with the CIP procfram, respondents we^e asked to e)^Dress their opinion of 
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the program on a scale of very favorable to very unfavprable. As shown in 
.Table Ej29, the great majority (approximately 95%) of all types of libraries 
1;hat reported usiag CIP far cataloging expressed a favorable or very favorable 
opinion of the program. 



Table E-29 

Cataloging Users' Overall Opinion of 
- the CIP Program 





Univ/i 

Col lege 


Connunity 
College 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=449 


n=46 


n=197 


n=192 


n=122 


n=580 


Very Favorable 


42% 


54% 


50% 


-. 46% 


50% 


49%. ■ . 


Favorable 


54 


■ .41 


45 


48 


44 


46- 


Neutral 


4 


2 


5- 


5 


6 


5 


Unfavorabl e 




2 




1 






Very^nfavorable 















Approximately 400 libraries offered comments that emphasize the 
importance of the program to them or ci^cribe why they find the prograiji 
useful. Over half of these 'libraries noted that th^y have a favorable or very 
favorable opinion of the program because it speeds up cataloging and makes • 
b(^s available to patrons faster. Other frequently- mentioned benefits of the 
program include the availability of more uniform and standardized cataloging 
and the availability of more professional ^cataLogers* tim/ through the use of 
paraprofessionals or clerical staff to catalog CIP titles, ^ 

One university library system explained its very favorable 
ojilQ^^OfT, of the CIP program by offering the following comment: 

"The [CIP] project has pinpointed high priority items which are 

heavily purchased' "by U.S. libraries. Libraries have been able tp 

minimize the labor costs involved in processing a large percent/ge of 

their [acquisitions] since the project provides nearly, or rather 
rapidly, completed cataloging,** 



bther comments reiterate the usefulness of the phogrdm. C^nents such as the 
ones summarized below were mentioned infrequently J)ut yet provide additional 
insight iry^o the benefits of using CIP: r 

'•It is useful-to have CIP^q,OCIc for editings 

• • The amount af original cataloging would increase without CIP; 

*• CIP enables us to stay abreast ^f new dr changed LC subject 
headings; » ' ^ ' 

• He are able to catalog urgently needed materials immediately 
, from CIP. 
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F. USAGE OF CIP DATA FOR PUBLIC SERVICES 



). How is CIP Data Used in Public Services? 

In the 'publ ic ' services section of the survey, libraries were 

'asked to in'dicate whetheriTr >rfot; they use CIP data for each of the followi 
public services uses: . ' . \ ' 

• Circulation or interlibrary loan, 

• Compilation of bibliographies ^ ^ • * 



ng 



For circulation, a library might refer to CIP data printed in 
the book in order to obtain the correct form of the main entry. for use in 
searching circulation files. For inter! i brary loan, a library might refer to 
the CIP data in a book to verify that the correct book is being sent in response 
to an interlibrary loan request. In the compilation of bibliographies, a library 
or researcher might refer to CIP data found in tfie book or through another source 
for the bibliographic information needed to prepare citations in the bibliography. 

Table f-rl shows the distribution of userl of CIP data by type of 
library and type of public services use. 

c 

- . " . ' - Table F-i 

/ ' Usage of CIP Data in'Public Services 



Public 
Services Use 



Uni v/ Community 
Col lege College Pu blic Special 



WeiqhtB^ 
Schae4.__j€rral • 



Circulation 


n=459 


n=49 


" n=232 


n=201 


n=150 


n=675 














or 


15% 


•16% 


^ '15% • 


15% 


15% 


15% 


Interlibrary 














Loan 






# 


1 




/ ^ 


Coinui 1 at ion 


n=457 


n=49 


- n=236 


n=197 


n=149 


n=672 


of . 














Bibl iog'rapliies ^ 




8% 


7% .4 


9% 


19% 


16% 
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Only about 15% of all types of libraries reported using CIP for 
circulation or interlibrary loan, and only about' 10%, with the exception of 
school libraries (19%), reported using it in the compilation of ' 
bibliographies. These fiodings are not surprising considering the fact that 
CIP cataloging has not been promoted as a reference aid. 

Coifients offered by lib/aries regarding CIP usage in public 
services indicate that, while most' 1 i braries appreciate the end result of the 
CIP program (i.e., the faster availability of books to patrons), maViy are not 
aware of how CIP can be used directly in a public service activity. A few 
libraries, on the other hand, reported some innovative uses of CIP in public 
services. These included consulting CIP data in the book to identify relevant 
subject headings for use in locating other books on the same subject and 
consulting CIP data to verify the "form of an author's name. When asked 
whether or not patrons seem to, be aware of CIP data in books, the majority 
(89%) of libraries responded that patrons do not seem to be aware of or use 
CIP data. ' ^ 

2., Would it be Acceptable to Public Services Users if 'CIP Data Were 
Distributed Only in Machine-Readable Form? ^ 

The overv/helming majority (95%) of public services users of CIP 

data felt that it would not be acceptable if CIP data were distributed only on 

MARC* tape. As shown in Table F-2, school libraries indicated the greatest 

need for CJP ih the^ book, with 93%(^responding that CIP is needed in both the 

book and on tape. Academic libraries are more likely than other types of 

libraries to find it acceptable for CIP to be distributed only in machine 

form, although the great majority of community college (78%) an.d 

university/college libraries (80%) reported that it is n'fecessary to distribute 

CIP in the book and on tape. Reasons cited by public services users for 

needing CIP in the book were the same as those given by acqimitions and 

cataloging users--lack of access to CIP in machine-readalHe form and 

convenience. 
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Table F-2 

Public Services Users' Opinions as to the Acceptability of 
Distributing CIP Data Only on MARC Tape 





Univ/ 
Col lege 


Community 
Col lege 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total 




n=119 


n=9 


n=42 


n=38 


n=41 


' n=172 


Yes . i 1" woij 1 H hp 
'acceptable for CIP 
to be distributed 
only on MARC tape. 


20% 


22% 


10% 


8% 


1% 


5% 


Mo, it would not 
be acceptable for 
CIP to be distri- 
buted on'ly on MARC 
tape. 


80 


78 


90 • 


s 

92 


98 


V 

95 



3. What Benefits of CIP are Most Important to Public Service Respondents? 

In an effort to identify the major benefits of the CIP program 
^or public ser^jices, survey respondents were asked to assess the importance of 
several potential benefits a^nd were given the opportunity to suggest 
additional ones which -had not been offered as choices. 

The opinions of libraries that reported using CIP in public 
services are presented i-n Table F-3. 
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Table F-3 

Opinions of Librari^that Use CIP in Public 
Services on the Irnportance 
of Potential Benefits 

(Weighted) 



Potential 
Benefit 



Very Somewhat Not Number of 

Important Important Important Responses 



Advance notice 
of title 

Increased Effi- 
ciency in inter- 
library loan 

Better qual ity 
of bibl iographic 
citations 



16% 



m 



17 



38 



40 



44% 



69 



23 



162 



162 



165 



Findings indicate that the most important of these benefits for 
existing users of CIP in public services is the availability of quality 
bibliographic citations. Thirty-eight percent of all libraries perceived this 
benefit to be very important and 40% rated it as somewhat important. The 
benefit of -advance notice of title was rated as ver]^ important or somewhat / 
important by a slight majority of libraries. r The great majority did ndt 
consider efficiency in interl ibrary 1 oan to be important. Other benefits that 
some respondents noted as being Important include: 

t Increased speed in processing books and making them 
available to patrpns; 

f Accurate determination of main entry; 

f Source* of immediate cataloging for reserve or high-demand 
titles; ^ 

t Use of subject headings in reference and book selection. 



The opinions of those libraries that do not currently use CIP in 
public services are presented in Table F-3a. Althpugh the majority of 
respondents' indicated that the potential benefits of CIP listed in the 

.^ir^estionnaire w.ere not important to them, approximately one-third of the 

respondents rated the availability of quality bibliographic citations as ver/-- 

^ inportant or sonfewhat important. 



Table f-3a 

Opinions pf Libraries That Do Not Use CIP 
in Publ^'c Services on the Ii^portance 
of Potential Benefits 

(Weighted) 



fottential 
Benefits 


Very 
Important 


Somewhat 
Important 


Not 

• Important 


Niimber of 
f^sponses 


Advance notice 
of title * 


6% 


22% 


72% 


433 


Increased effi- 
ciency in inter- 
library ^>^loan 


\ 2 


9 


m 

89 


430 . 


Better qual ity of 
bibl iographic 
citations 


10 ^ 


26 > 


63 


433 ■ 



4. Have Public Service Respondents Noticed Any Increase in the Speed With 
Which New. CIP Titles are Available to the Public Over New Non-CIP titles? . " 

To help in. assessing the impact of the CIP program on the speed' 

with which new books'are available to patrons, public service respondents were 

asked for their opinions as to whether CIP titles are available faster than 

non-CIP ones. Their responses are presented iti fable F-4. 
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Table F.4 



Public Service Respondents* Opinions as to Whether 
New CIP Titles are Available to the Public 
Faster than Non-ClP Ones 



' — 


Uni v/College 


Community 
Col lege 


Public 


Special 


School 




n=448 


n=46 


n=226 


n=195 


n=146 


Yes 


43% 


65% 


52% 


45% 


45% 


No 


14 


7 


12 


19 


12 


No -Opportunity 
to Observ.e 


44 


' 28 


36 


36 


43 



Th§ majority of community college-^d public libraries responded that new CIP 
titles are available to the public faster than non-CIP ones. Over 4.2% of the 
university/college, special, and school 1 ibrary respondents al so^xpressed this 
opinion. ' 

5. How Important is the Inclusion of Summaries in CIP Data for Children's 
Books? 

The Library of Congress currently prepares summaries for 
children's books to aid librarians'as well as youftg readers in selecting books 
of interest. Summaries a^ included in the CIP data supplied to publishers, 
but they. are not always included by the publisher in the CIP data printed in 
th'6 book. 

In order to determine how important it is for publishers to 
include these summaries, survey respondents were asked to rate the importance 
of summaries ♦ They -were a-Vap asked to indicate how summaries are used in 
their libraries. / \ -"^ ' 

As shownVin Table ]f-5, the majority (65%) of the li-braries that 
regularly acquire childrea'js books view the summaries as important. School 
libraries, especially, consider the summaries to be valuable, with^73% ratifig 
them as important and 11% as somewha't important. . 
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Table F-5 

Opinions as to the Importance of Summaries 
in Children's Books 















Univ/ 
Col leqe 


Communi ty 
Col 1 ege 


Publ ic 


Sthdol 


Special 


Weighted 
Total 


n=13 


n=2 


n=78 


n=360 


n=]5 


n=465~ 


Important 1% 


50%., 


42% 


73% 


38% 




Soniev;hat Important 42 


33 


32 


22 


33 


25 


Not Important 29 




15 


3 ■ 




. 6- • 


No Opinion ' 12 


17 


11 


2 


5 


4 ' 



As shown in Table F-6, the majority qf 1 ibra^ies .that regularlo^ ^"^^ 
acquire children's books reported using summaries .primaril y for book selection 
and for reader assistance. Usage of summaries by school libraries" is well 
established, with 78% of the school library respondents indicating^that the 
summaries are used for reader assistance and 67% reporting that thay are used 
-for book selection. * , ^ 

Table F-6 ^ 

, t . 'Usage of Summaries in Children's Books 



y " — 

/ Use 


Univ/ 
Col leqe 


Community 
Col lege 


Publ ie 


School 


Special 


Weighted 
Total 




n=14 


n=l 


n=80 


n=347 


n=15 


n=467 


Book Selection 


20^ 


4t)% 


43% 


6.7% 


38% 


61% 




n=l-4 


n=l 


n=80 


n=345 


n=15 


n=464 


Compilation 6f 
Bibl iogcaphies 


l) 


40 


17 


37 


26 


.32 • • 




n=14 


■ n=1 ■ ■ 


\n=80 ■ 


n=278 


n=15 


n=464 


Reader Assistance 


63 , 


80 


57 


78 . 


59 


74 



91 
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Resp>ondents commented that they find the summaries especially 
useful in helping teachers to become familiar with new books,, in preparing 
book talks, in^ cataloging new books, and in obtaining information about the 
content of a book. 

6. What Types of Materials Not Covered by the CIP Program Would Public 
Service Users Like'to See Included? 

When asked if additional types of materials should be included 

in the CIP program, only 8% of those libraries that use CIP in public'' 

services responded Yes. As shown in Table F-7, slightly more (12%) of the 

libraries that do not use^CIP in public services felt that the" inclusion of 

additional ty^s of materials would increase the usefulness^of the program for 

'public services. 

^ ' . Table F-7 

Respondents* Opinions as to Whether or Not 
Additional Types of Materials Should 
be Included in the CIP Program 

(Weighted) 





Libraries that use 
CIP in public services 


Libraries that do not 

use CIP in public services 




n=159 


n=436 


Yes 




12% ' . 


No \ . 


92 


^8 ' • 



Listed in Table F-'8 are the types of r?ijterials suggested fiv^e or » 
more times by libraries that would Ifke to see the scop% of the program 
expanded. As in the acquisitions and catal oging- sections of the 
questionnaire, audio-visual materials and government documents were^mentloned 
most frequently. ' " ^ • * 



Table F-8 , 

Types of Materials Suggested by PubVic . 
Service Users for Inclusion in 
the CIP Program 

(n=?80) ' . , 

(Numbers in parentheses refep-Ho fral^uency of mention) 



AudicT- visual materials (23) 

includes sound recordings and 

visual recordings 
Government -documents (20) 

includes federal and state 

documents' 
SeriaLs and annuals (6) 
Pub'l icattons of institutes and 

associations (*5) 



As noted in the acquisitions and cataloging sections of this 
.report, the CIP program currently 'includes some of the materials listed above, 
but Coverage is ^ot ^ compreliensi ve as some libraries would like. 

7. ^What Publishers "Do Public Service-Users Feel Should be Encourage(^ to 
Participate, -or to Participate More Fully, in the CIP Program? ' \ 

*0f the almost 300 libraries th^t reported using CIP for one or 
more public service uses, approximately half suggested'publishers that should 
be encouraged to participate, or to participate more fully, in the 
program. The different types af fubl ishers that were suggested five or more 
times are listed in Tab?e F-9. 



-■ .9 



Table F-9 

.Types of Publishers Suggested by Public 
Service Users for Participation 
in the CIP Progran 
(n=87) . 

(Numbers in parentheses refer to^ frequency of mention) 



All publishers (39) 
University presses (9) 
Small presses (6) 
Publishers of government 

documents (5) 
Foreign publishers (5) 



It should be noted that many of the di fferent 'types of publishers 
mentioned by respondents already participate in the program. . The list is 
useful, however, for identifying the different types of publishers that 
respondents would like to' see participate more fully. 

8. Does CIP Save Libraries Money in the Area of Public Services? 

Presented in Table F-10 are libraries* opinions as to whether the 
CIP program saves money -in public services. , 



Table F-10 

Opinions of Libraries that Use CIP in Public 
Services as to Whether the CIP 
Program Saves Them Money 





Univ/ 
Col lege 


Community 
Col lege 


Publ ic 


Special 


School 


Weighted 
Total ' . 




n=117 


n=6 


n=45 ^ 


n=35 


.n=41 


n=171 


, Yes 


28% 


33% 


38% 


46% 


49% 


'46% ~ . 


No 


20 


33 


15 


23 


15 


■ 16 


Not Sure 


52 


33 


47 


31 


37 . 


-38 




Almost half of the special (45%) and school (49%^ Jltu>aries that 
reported using CIP in public services indicated that CIP saves them money^ ^ 
while approximately half of the university/college (521) anji p^iblic (47%) 
libraries were not sure whether CIP resultso'n cost .savings. ^Overall, 46% of 
all types of V^raries perceived that CIP saves them money and 38% were not 
sure* Only 16% of those, that use CIP in pu^)lic services indjflcated that CIP 
does not save them^ money* 
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9> What is the Overall Opinion of Public Service Respondents jToward s the 

CIP Program? ' ^ ; * - ^. , 

♦ 

As- shown in Table F-11, the majority (90% of 
use CIP in public services) have a favorable or very favprjable opinion of the 
program, . • * • ' 



' Ub]e F-1 1 * 

Opinion^ of .the CIP Program 
Expressed by Respondents that Use* 
CLP in Public Services 





Univ/ 
Col l,e.ge 


Community 
College . 


Public 


' Sg^ecial 


Sjchool 


Weighted 
Total 




n=120 


11=7- < 


n=46 


n=35 






Very Favorable 


44% 


43% 


3955 


51% 


■ sn 


50% 


Favorabl e 


48 


57 


48 


37 


39 


40 


Neutral - 


8 




13 


11 


10 


10 


Unfavorable 
* 


^ 1" 




< 








Very Unfavorable 

* 


/ - 






4 






r 



Table F-12 presents the opinions of' those libraries that do not 
currently use .CIP in public services. 
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Table F-12 

Opintons of the C.IP Program 
Expressed by Respondents that Do Not 
Use CIP in Public Services * 



Univ/ Community 



n=314 



n:=38 



Very Favorable 20% , 42% . 
Favorable 4.5 ^ ^42 

Neutral ,34 16 \ 

UnfavorabV^ / - 
Very Unfavorable 



Publ iQ 


Special 


School' 


Weighted ' 
Total 


n=164 . 


n=148 ' 


n=96 


n=457 


• 32% . 


32% 


33% '. 


33% 


49 


38 


50 


48' • 


18 


30 


17 . 


19 


1 


- J 







- It appears that while only a small percentage of libraries use 
CIP directly in public services, most libraries are aware of and appreciate^ ; 
the obvious public service benefits of having books cataloged "and available to 
'patrons faster^ For this reason, the graat majority of all libraries (over 

regardless of whether or not they us^ CIP in^public services, have a 
favorable or very 'favorable opinion of the program. 
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. • G. USAGE OF CIP DATA BY LARGE LIBRARIES 

\ 

In addition to the random sample* of libraries surv^y^d for 
this study, questionnaires were also sent to a Separate group of large 
libraries. This group consisted of the largest public and school libraries 
in the U.S., as well as libraries that are members of, the Association of ^ 
Research Libraries (ARL). The purpose of surveying this group separately 
was to gain additional i*nsight into the nature and extent of use of CIP 
data by libraries with large collections. 

Findings are reported below for Res^earch Libraries (ARL 
members), Large Public Libraries, and Large School Library Systems. 

Research Ltbrari-es __ 
* • 

All of the 93 ARL libraries responding to the survey ^^^^ 
reported that they use CIP data. The great majority (92%) of these 
libraries reported collections of.more than 500,000 volumes and over half 
(51%) reported yearly acquisitions of more than 25,000 U.S. monographs. 

Acquisitions/ ' 

The great majority of /\RL respondents reported using CIP 
ifi acquisitions for pre-order searching (84%) and for the identification 
and checking of gifts and automatic receipts (74%). Approximately two- 
thirds (62%) indicated that they use CiP in the creation of the order fo 
and 45% reported usin^ it in book selection. ^ 

A majority of respondents reported that they: 



• occasionally order U.S. monographs prior to publication (84%); 

• routinely acquire federals state, and local documents; serials 
an^ .periodicals; microforms;* and sound recordings and bthdr AV 
material s; 



• wo^ld not find it acceptable Vor CIP data to be distrib\jted only 
on MARC tape for acquisitions purposes (58^); 

think^he inclusion of an approximat^ price (88^ and approximate 
pagination (64%) in the'CIP MARC record would enhance its 
usefulness as, a sielection/order tool; ' * 

• feel that the CIP program saves them money* in acquisitions (70%); 

i ^ ^ 

« ha(^e a favorable (55%) or very' favorable (33%) opinion of^he 

CIP progr^^ifi for acquisitions. 
Cataloging 

* tf)e great majority of ARL' r^espondents indicated that they 
use CIP data as the basis for permanenj cataloging ^(92%) . Approximately 
three-fourths (73%) of the respondents reported that they use i{ in 
•precatalog searching. Only 15% reported using CIP for temporary cataloging 
All respondents felt that CIP makes cataloging easier. 

A majority of respondents reported that they: 

• .would find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only^on 
MARC tape for cataloging purposes ^(•61%) , because they have access- 
to CIP data through a bibliographic utility or an in-house online 
system ; ^ 

• use paraprofe-ssionals in thb cataloging of CIP titles (84%) in 
addition to professional (42%) and clerical (24%) staff; 

• complete the c^italoging in-house if CIR data cflone is available 
. for a book when it arrives in the 'library (77%); 

4 have made changes in their cataloging procedures as a result of 
the CIP progranv (54%), primarily through the increased use of 
paVaprofessionals for cataloging CIP titles; 
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• rate the following benefits of using CIP as being very important: 
the faster availability of b&oks on the, shelves (85%), the increased 
use "of non-professional staff (80%), and the elimination or simpli- 
fication of precatalog searching (57%); 

• have had no opportunity to^observe any differences in the speed 
with which CIP records ^re ^pdated to firll MARC in the form of 
LC cards (75!^;; 

• ^ rate as very important the potential problem in using CIP data 

that the CIP record sometimes differs from the -final cataloging 
' record (57%); 

• think the accuracy of CIP is satisfactory (67?0 or very satis- 
factory (8%); ' • 

• rate as very important the following potential improvements in 
the CIP program: the availability of CIP for more 'books (82%), 
increased accuracy (79%), and improvement in the speed of 

^ availability of complete cataloging 

• think no additional bibliographic elements need to be included 
in the CIP record (80%), but no bibliographic el'ements should 
be eliminated either (94%); 

• think that bibliography and index notes should be retained in 
the CIP record (64%); - / ^ ^ \ 

• would like to see the word "date" substituted for the actual 
date in the cutter number in CIP data- printed in the book (67%) 
and on tape (62%); 

• think that additional types (jf materials should be-i^cluded in 
the CIP program (59%), namely sound recordings and other AV 
materials; federal documents ; and musical scores; 
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• would like to see all publishers participate in the CIP program 
and increased participation by university presses; 

c 

feel that thfe CIP program saves them money in cataloging -(85%); 

§ have a favorable {60%) or'very favorable {39%) opinion of the 
program^ ^ 



Public Services 



The great majority of ARL respondents indicated that they 
do not use CIP in public services for circulation or interlibrary loan 
(88%) or in the compiling of bibliographies (90%). A^majority of respondents 
also reported that they: 

• <^would.not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only 

on- MARC tape for public services (52%); 

* * ** ♦ 

• do not think that patrons are aware of -or use CIP'da.ta (78%); 

• " have not had an opportunity to observe any change in the speed 

with which CIP titles are available to the public over non-CIP 
ones (57%); ^ 

• are not sure if CIP -saves them money in public 'services (60%); 

f have a favorable (52%) or very favorable (21%) opinion of the 
CIP program because it enables the library to make materials 
available to patrons faster. 



large Public Libraries ^ 

All of the 30 large public libraries responding to the survey 
reported that they use CIP data. A majority of the respondents rept}rted 
collections of over 500,000 volumes with/yearly acquisitions of over 
5,000 U.S. monographs. ^ ^ 

* t 

Acquisitions ' . * * 

* Half (50%) of the large public libraries responding to the 
survey reported that^they use CIP in acquisitions for book selection, 
46% indicated that they use it in pre-order searching, 32% in the identi- 
fication and checking of gifts and automatic receipts, and 43% in the 
creation of the order form. 

A majority of respondents reported that they: 

t usually order U.S. monographs prior to publication (52%); 

t routinely acquire mass market paperback reprints, originals, and 
non-fiction; federal, state, and local documents; serials and 
periodicals; microforms; an^l sound recordings, films, an/i other 
AV materials; ^ % 

would not find- it acceptable 'for CIP data to be distributed only 
on MARC tape (81%), because they do not have dii^ect access to 
CIP data in macjiine-readabl e form for acquisitions; 

% do not think the inclusion^ of an approximate price (*61%) and 

approximate pagination (93%) in the CIP MARC record would enhance 
its usefulness as a selection/order too] : 

t have a'favorab.le (56%) or very favorable (30%) opinion of the 
CIP program because the availability of CIP data enables the 
library to process and catalog books more quickly. 



Cataloging 

The great majority of large public libraries responding to 
the survey reported that they use CIP data as the basis for permanent 
cataloging (89%). > Over half (61%) reported that they use it in precatalog 
searching. Only 14% iridicated that CIP is used for temporary cataloging. 
An overwhelming majority (93%) felt that CIP makes cataloging easier. * 

A majority of respondents reported that they: 

%i would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only 
on M/^C tape (57%), because they do not have direct access to 
CIP data in machine-readable form; 

• use primarily professionals in the cataloging of CIP titles 
(86%), although almost half of the respondents also reported 
using paraprdfessional s (46%) and clerical staff*(46%); 

• complete the cataloging in-house if CIP'data alone is available 
for a book when it arrives in the library (96%); ' 

• have made changes in their cataloj^ing procedures as a result of 
the CIP program (68*%), such as the increased use of paraprofes- 
sionals and increased speed and efficiency in cataloging; 

• rate the following benefits of using CIP as being very important: 
^ the faster availability of books on the sheVves (93%), increased 

- speed of availability of LC cataloging (86%), increased use of 
paraprofessionals (57^%), and increased standardization of citations 
((57%); 

• have had no opportunvfy to observe any differences in the sp,eed 
.with which , CIP, records are updated to full MARC (89%); 

w rate as very important the potential problem in using CIP data 
that the CIP record sometimes di ffers from the final cataloging 
record (54%); \ * * - 



. *• think the accuracy of CIP is satisfactory (68%)' or very satisfac- 
tory (7%); 

t 

^' rate as very important the follov/ing potential improvements in 

• the CIP program: increased accuracy (86%), the availability of 
CIP for more books (82%), and improvement in the speed of 
. ^ availability of complete cataloging (68%); 

think no additional bibliographic elements need to be included 
in the CiP data printed in the book, but no bibliographic elements 
should be eliminated either (96%); 



• think that bibliography and i-ndex notes should be retained in 
the CIP data printed in the book (56'0; 

• would prefer to have the actual date rather than the word "cjate" 
in the cutter number in CIP data printed in the book and on 
tape (74%); 

• think that additional types of materials should be included in 
the CIP program (68%), namely government documents, sound record- 
ings, and foreign-language materials; 

• feel that the CIP program saves- them money in cataloging (85%); 



• have a favorable (46%) or very favorable (46%) opinion of the 



the survey indicated that they do not use CIP Jn public services for 
circulation or interlibrary loan (82%) or in the compiling. of bibliographies 
(96%). A majority of respondents also reported that they: 




CIP program fQr cataloging. 



f^ubl ic Services 



The great majority of large public libraries responding to 
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• would not find it acceptabl e |for CtP data to be distributed only 
on MARC tape for public services (73%); 

t .do not think that patrons are aware of or use CIP,data (36%); 

% h^ave«not had an opportunity to observe any chang.e* in the speed 
with which CIP titles are available to th'e public over non-CIP 
ones (52%); , 

• have a favorab|le (58%)/or very favorable (25%)^ opinion of the 
CIP program, because it enables the library to make materials 
available to patrons faster. 

Large Schd^l Library Systems * 

The great majority. (94%) of the 36 large school library 
systems responding to the survey j'ndicated that they use CIP data. 
Approximately- half (47%) reported collections of over 500,000 volumes. 
A little less than one-fourth of -respondents (2,4%) reported yearly 
acquisitions of more than 2*5,000 volumes, with the remainder acquiring 
either less than 1 ,000 U,S. m(fnographs yearly or between 5,001 and 
25,000. * ' ^ 

Acquisitions ^ • 

. Over a thind (39%) of the large school library systems 
responding to ^he survey reported that they use CIP in acquisitions fo^ 
book selection, 26% indicated thclt they use it in the creation of the 
order form, and 23% in pre-brder searching and in the identification or 
checking of gifts and automatic receipts. 

A majority of respondents reported that they: 

' • select their own books rather tba,n ordering from a pre-selected 
list (88%); , 
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t routinely acquire mass market paperback reprints, originals, and 
^ ^ non-fictio.n; fecferal ah,d state documents; serials and periodicals; 

microforms; and sound recordings, films, and other AV materials; 

* 

• would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only 
on MARC tape (100%), because they do not have direct access to 
CIP data in Jna^hine-readable form for acquisitions; / 

• think the inclusion of an approximate price in the* CIP record 
would enhance its usefulness as a selection/order tool (57%); 

• have a favorable (37%) or very favorable (57%) opinion of the. 
- CIP program because the availability of CIP data saves time 

* ' in processing bo^s. 

Cataloging ' , ' ^ 

The great majority of large school library systems responding 
to the survey reported that they use CIP data as the basis for permanent 
cataloging (93%). Over half (55%) reported that they use it in precatalog 
searching, and 21% reported us^ing it for temporary cataloging. All respon- 
.dents felt that CIP makes cataloging easier. 

A majority of respondents rel5orted that they: 

• would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only 
on MARC tape (97%),* because they do not have direct access to 
CIP data in machine-readable form; 

• use mostly professionals in the cataloging of CIP titles (97%), 
altliough some also reported using paraprofessional s (21%), and 

^ clerical staff (43%); 

^complete the cataloging in-house if CIP data alone is available 
for a book when it arrives in the library (79%); 
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have made changes in their cataloging procedures as a result of 
the CIP program (64%), such as increased speed in cataloging 
and less searching of other sourca§. for cataloging data; 

rate the following/benefits of using CIP as being very important: 

the faster availability of books on the. shelves (86%) , ^jicreased 

speed of availability of LC cataloging (71%), th'e elimination or 

simplification of precatalog searching (70%), and improved quality 

of cataloging (54%) ; ■ 

* * * 

have not had an opportunity to observe any differences in. thTe 
speed with which^LC cards (64%) and full MAR(/ records (77%) are 
available since the CIP program began;^ 

think the accuracy of CIP is satisfactory (79%) or very satisfactory 
(17%); * ' ^ ' ^ , ' 

rate as very important the following potential improvements in 
the CIP program: th£ availabil i ty 'of CIP for more books (10 
-and increased accuracy (72%); 

A 

think no additional bibliographic elemer>ts need to be included in 
the'OIP data printed in the book (52%), but no bibliographic 
elements should be eliminated either (lOO%); * ' ' 

think that bribl iography and index notes should be retained in 

the CIP data printed in the book ^54%); > ^ • . ^ 

would like to see the word "date" subs.tituted for the actual date ^ ^ 

in the cutter numberin CfP data printed'in the book (61%); 

think, that additional types of materials should be included in ^ ^ 

the CIP progr^am (63%)-- namely AV materials and government documents; 
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• would'like to see-all publishers participate in the program 
/ and increased participation by publishers of government documents; 



• feel that the CIP program saves them money in cataloging (^89%); 

• have a favorable (24%) or very favorable (765^) opinio'n of the 
CIP program because it speeds up cataloging. 

Public Services 

The great majority of large school library systems responding 
to the survey indicated that they do not use CIP in public services for 
circulation or iRterlibrary loan {96%). However, approxinptely one-third 
(32%) indicated that CIP is used in the compilation of bibliographies. 
A majority of respondents reported that they: 

ft 

• would not find it acceptable for CIP data to be distributed only 
on MARC tape for public services (96%), because they do not have 
access to CIP data in machine-readable form; 

• do not think that patrons are^aware of or use CIP data (85%); 

f 

• have noticed an increase in the speed with which CIP titles are 
available to'their users over noa-CIP ones (6^%); 

' r regularly acquire children's books (93%) and view the inclusion 
of summaries in CIP {lata printed in the book as^ important (65%.) 
for use in book selection and for reader assistance; 

• _ do not ^think that additional types of materials need to be included 

in the CIP program (65%); \ 
/ 

• have a favorable (38%) or very favorable (54%) opinion^ of the * , 
CIP program, becaus^ it helps cataloging staff to make materials 



^ available to patrons faster. *\ 
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APkNDIX 1 ' • 

* Brief -O^cription of the CIP Program 

^ . , The Cataloging in Publication (CIP) Program is a cooperative effort ^ 
between the Librar^f Congress and U.S. publishers for the p^irpose of pre-* 
paring prepubl ication catalog records for forthcoming monographic titles. , " 
These records (CIP data) appear not only in the published books, but also ^ 
on-the Library'^ MARC ta^s, through which the rec/rds can be accessed directly 
or indirectly through bibliographic util i ties- and do^operative networks. The - 
records are also used to^ prepare entries for Th-e Weekly Record and other 
bibliographic tools. - 

. Publishers participating in this program submit galleys and/or front 
matter of their forthcpming titles to the CIP Division of the Library of Congress.' 
Based on this pre])ubl ication information, the Library's professional cataloging 
staff creates a bibliographic record which is entered onto the MARC tapes. If 
'any bibliographic element is changed during this prepubl ication period, the 
publisher is required to notify the" Li^brary so that the* change xan be recorded. 
Upon publication, the CJP Division receives a copy of the book, and the record 
is updated to reflect any unreported changes, and to complete information not 
available at' the prepubl ication stage. ^ 

All monographic trade publications, including textbooks/, published' 
in^the United States and monographic ^federal govei^finient publications are' 
within the scope of CIP. 1*his includes multivolume monographs, new or revised 
editions, and new impressions of titles formerly published without CIP. Trans- 
lations into Spanish for the Spanish-speaking American popuVation and compila- 
tions of serial articles brought together in one volume as a collection are also 
, eligible. During Fiscal Year 1981, the Library prepared ClP data for' approximately 
^7,00'0' new titles'which met these criteria. ' « ' 

The^CIP^program began in 1971 as a special projd^fct funded in part by 
grants from the Council on Library Resources and the National Endowment for the 
Humanities. It is now fully supported by Library of Congress appropriation and 
is administered by the CIP Division within the Processing'Services Department of 
the Library of Congress. * 
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Members of 

Organizatl^on 
Library of Congress ' 

American Association of School 
• Librarians 

Associattx)n of American Publishers 

^ Association of College and Research 
Libraries 

Association of Research Libraries 
Borok jobbers * , 

Committee of^Small Magazine Editors 
and Rublishers 

Federal Library Committee 

Public Library Association 

Special Libraries Association 

American Library Association 

American Association of University 
Presses 

Chief Officers of State Library 
^ Agencies (COSLA) - 
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APPENDIX 2 

the CIP Advisory Group 
-1981 

Representative 
Susan Vita ^ 

Chief, Cataloging in Publication Division 

Judy McDermott 
Assistant Chief 

Winifred Duncan 
Chicago Publ ic School s 

Lucille Gordon, McGrav)-Hill 
(replaced by Phyllis Ball, AAP, 
in 1981) ' 

Nancy Van Zant 
EarTham Col lege 

Carol Mandel * 
Association of Research Libraries 

Peter Jacobs 
Brodart 

Ernest Muro (alternate) 
Baker & Taylor 

El 1 iot Shore 

Temple iJniversity Library 
Mary Feldman 

Department of Transportation 

El izabeth Dickinson 
Stockton-San. JoaqOin Public Library 

Marjorie Gordon 

American Council of Life Insurance 
George Gibbs 

University of California-Los Angeles 
Vacant 

\ 

Vacant 
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SURVEY COVER LETTER AND QUESTIONNAII^E 
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THE DEPUTY LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20540 



Dear Colleague: 

The Cataloging in Publication (CIP) program of the Library of 
Congress will celebrate its tenth anniversary on July 1, 1981. This 
anniversary marks an important milestone in the history of cooperation 
between book publishers and libraries as they work toward the mutual goal of 
improved access to books for our nation's readers. After almp«x ten years 
of supporting the CIP program, the Library of Congress has decided to 
conduct a nationwide survey to assess the impact of CIP on the library 
community. The Council on Library Resources and the R, R. Bowker Company 
have given t^heir support to this project. Your library has been selected 
to participate in this survey, and your answers will give us a picture of 
the use of CIP in the U. S. library community. Because survey results will 
be used in future program planning, your library's response to the enclosed 
questionnaire is extremely important* 

Results of the survey will be shared, through appropriate media> 
with libraries, book publishers, and other organizations in the public and 
private sectors that have an interest in the CIP program. I, along with 
the staff at the Library of Congress, gratefully acknowledge and appreciate 
the time and interest of you and your staff in helping to make this program 
review as beneficial as possible. 

If you have any questions about the questionnaire, please call 
^usan Vita at (202) 287-6372. Send your completed questionnaire to: 
Susan H. Vita, Chief,, Cataloging in Publication Division, Library of 
Congress, Washington, D. C. 20540. 

Sincerely yours. 




Williaai J. Welsh 

The Acting Librarian of Congress 
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If you have any questions about this questionnaire 
please call: Susan Vita, (202) 287-6372. 

This questionnaire is being sent to 2500 US libraries, 
representing the various * types which constitute the American library 

c om munity . — Xh^--^mpla-wa>s-st<a4^-st~ical^^ the R * R r, ^- - 

Bowker Co. mailing lists. All responses will be kept confidential. 
A five digit identification code will be substituted f or ' each library 
in the analysis of the responses. Names will not be used in any 
report of the results. 

Although the quest ionnaire is long , it is designed to be 
filled out by three people — one staff member representing each of 
the categories of acquisitions, cataloging, and public service — so 
the task is shared. Please reply, because it is important that the 
responses represent ^he- interests of all sizes and types of libraries. 
Decisions about the future of CIP may "be 'made based *on the findings. 

If you need more space for any answer, please attach a 
separate piece of paper. 

Unless otherwise indicated, the definition of CiP, for the 
purpose of this questionnaire, includes all forms of CIP data, 'e.g., 
CIP in the book; 
CIP on iMARC tapes; ^ 
CIP on MARC fiche; 
CIP in publishers' ads; 

CIP in review literature, e.g.. Weekly Record ; 
CIP via jobbers' lists. 

Materials eligible for the CIP program include: all mono- 
graphic trade publications (including high school and college text 
books) published in the United States; some monographic Federal 
government publications; multivolume monographs; new or revised 
editions and new impressions of titles formerly published without 
CIP; compilations of serial articles brought together in one volume 
as a collection; translations into Spanish for the Spanish-speaking 
American population. 

If you wish to speak to someone about this questionnaire 
during the ALA Midwinter Conference, Susan Vita and Judy McDeirmott 
will be available for • consultation in the LC suite. Check the suite 
schedule for times. 

Please return this questionnaire as soon as possible. We 
have included a self addressed , franked envelope for this purpose . 
The questionnaire is due by February 20. Send the .questionnaire to: 

Susan H. Vita " ' 

CIP Questionnaire 

Cataloging in Publication Division 

Library of Congress 

Washington, D. C. 20540 ""^t 

Thank you for your help! 
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CIP QUESTIONNAIRE 

Ubrary ID [1-5] 

Name of Chief. Respondent 0 [6-7 J 

Position 

' Organization ^ 

Phone 

GENERAL BACKGROUND 

!♦ Please circle the number of monographs in your library collection. 
FEWER THAN 10/000 10,000-100,000 
^ 100,001-500,000 MORE THAN 500,000 ^ [8] 

2. Please circle the number of US monographic titles a year that 
your library acquires. 

FEWER THAN 1,000 , ' 1,000-5,000 

5,001-25,000 ^ MORE THAN 25,000 ^ [9] 

3. Does your library use CIP data for any purpose? 

YES Skip to Question 4. 

NO Answer Question 3a and return . 

. questionnaire to LC using the 

enclosed self addressed, franked label. [10 J 

3a. [If NO] Briefly explain why not: 

. ^ 

[Il-IA]' 

ACQUISITIONS INFORMATION 

Acquisitions Respondent 

PLEASE HAVE SOMEONE FROM YOUR ACQUISITIONS STAFF FILL OUT THIS 
PORTION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE. - 

4. Does your library predominantly order materials from a pre- 
selected list issued by a central agency, e.g., school 
system or central public library? (Please circle your 
answer.) 

NO ' ' YES Skip to Question 15. [15] 
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5. Does your Ij'brary t-putinely acquire Che following types 
of materrial's? (Pl-fease' circle -your answer.) 



a. 


Mass market paperback 


reprints of classic 




( 






or popular titles 


• 


YES 


NO 


[161 


> 

c. 


Mass market original 


paperback fiction 


YES 


NO 


117] 


MasslmarkeC paperback 


nonf iction 


YES 


NO 


[18] 




Vanity press publications 


YES 


NO* 


[19] 




Self-published titles 




YES 


NO 


[20] 


£• 


College textbooks 




* YES"" 


NO 


[21J_ 


g* 


High school textbooks 




YES 


NO 


[22] 


h. 


Elementary school textbooks v. 


\ YES 


NO 


[23] 


i* 


Federal documents 




YES 


NO 


[24] 


j* 


State documents 




^YES 


■ NO 


[25] 


k. 


Local documents • 




YES 


NO 


[26] 


1. 


Serials 




^ YES 


NO 


[27] 


m* 


Periodicals 




YES 


' NO 


[28] 


n* 


Microforms 


• 


YES 


NO 


[29] 


0* 


So\ind Recordings 




YES * 


. NO 


[30] 




Films and fiimstrips 




YES 


NO 


[31] 


q* 


Other A.V. materials 




. YES 


NO 


. [32] , 



6. Do you use CIP data 'for any of th^ following acquisitions 
uses? (Please circle your enswer.) 



a. 


Book selection 


YES 


NO 


[33] 


h. 


Pre-order searching 


YES 


NO 


[34] 


c. 


Identification or checking of gifts 
and automatic receipts 


YES 


NO 


[35] 


d. 


Creation of the order form 


YES 


NO 


[36] 


e. 


Other *(please specify.) 









[37-40] 



7. 



8. 



Would it be acceptable to you if the CIP data appeared 
only on the MARC tapes, rather^ than both on the tapes 
and in the book.? (Please circle your answer.) 



YES 



NO 



7a. ^Please explain why you feel this way. 

I 



Do you attempt to order US monograpjis prior to 
publication? (Please cipcle your answer.) 



NEVER 



OCCASIONALLY - 



USUALLY 



[41] 



[42-45] 



[46] 



ERJC 
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9. Would the addition of the following enhance the CIP 
MARC record as a selection/orcler tool for your 
library? (Please circle your answer.) 

> 

a. Approximate pr^.ce ^ ^ YES NO. , [47] 

h. Approximate pagination YES NO [48] 

10. Does your library use CIP data for acquisitions in any > ♦ 
way th&t has not been identified in this questionnaire? 
("Please circle, your answer.) 

YES NO [49] 

lOa. [If YES] Please describe any other acquisitions 
uses of CIP data. 



• [50-53] 

11* Are there types of mater:ials^ not covered by the CIP 
program which yoU would like to see included? 
(Please circle your answer. )^ ^ 

YES V NO [54] 

11a. [If YES]' Please sjjiecify, listing nhem in order of ^ 
importance if there is more than one type. 



12* What publishers should be encourag^ed* to participate, 
or to participate more fully, in the CIP prograifi? 



[55-60] 



Please specify. ; [61-64] 

[65-68^ 

; : [69-72] 

[1-5] 

.^ ^ AJl [6-7] 

13. In your opinion, does the CIP program save your library 
money in its acquisitions work? (Please circle your 

answer.) » 

YES NO NOT SURE [8] 

• Er|c . . .117/ ■ ^ 
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lA. What is your overall opinion of the CIP program? 

VERY * • VERY 

FAVORABLE FAVORABLE tJpUTRAL UNFAVORABLE UNFAVORABLE 



[9] 



14a. Please explain: 



[10-11] 



CATALOGING INFORMATION Cataloging Respondent 



PLEASE HAVE SOMEOt^E FROM YOUR CATALOGING STAFF FILL OUT THIS PORTION 
OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE. 

15. If you are responding for a school library or a public library, 

do you receive your library materials already cataloged, e.g., by 

a processing center or raatn branch? (Please circle your^ answer.) ^ 

YES NO NOT APPLICABLE [12] 

IF YOU RESPONDED "YES" IN QUESTION 15, PLEASE SKIP TO QUESTION 43. 



ERiC 



16. Which of the following choice of cataloging treatments comes 

closest to your library's predominant treatment for the follow- 
ing categories of materials:. ^ 



a. Ma'ss market paperback 



PREDOMINANT CATALOGING TREATMENT. , 
(Please circle your answer.) 





reprints of classic 
or popular titles 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[13] 


b. 


Mass market original 
paperback fiction 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG ^ 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[lA] 


c . 


Mass raarke«t paper- 
back .nonf iction 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DQ NOT 
CATALOG 

0 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


[15] 


d. 


Vanity press 
publications 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[16] 


e . 


Self-published 
titles 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[17] 


f . 


College textbooks 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[18] 




Hi3h $,chool 
textbooks 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CAT.\LOG . 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[19] 


« 

h. 


Elementary school 
textbooks 


CATALOG 
'FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[20] 



lis 



• 
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i. 


Federal documents 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
* ACQUIRE 


[21] 


j. 


State documents 
> 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


'CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT, 
CATALOG 


DO MOT 

. ACQUIRE 


[22] 


k. 


Local documents. 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG ' 


no NOT 

ACQUIRE 


[23] 


1. 


Serials " 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


' DO NOT 

ACQUIRE 


[24] 


m. 


Periodicals 


CATALOG 
t'ULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


VCi NOT 

ACQUIRE 


[25] 


n. 


Microforms 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT* 
CATALOG ' ' 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[26] 


o.' 


Sound recordings 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT * 
ACQUIRE 


[27] 




Films and 
f ilmstrips 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE 


[28] 




Other A.V. 
materials 


CATALOG 
FULLY 


CATALOG 
PARTIALLY 


DO NOT 
CATALOG 


DO NOT 
ACQUIRE - 


[29] 


17. 


Please circle all 
Library, 


of the cataloging uses 




in your 
• 


[31] 




PRECATALOGING 


SEARCHING 


TEMPORARY 


CATALOGING 






PERMANENT CATALOGING 


OTHER 






[32] 



. ^ [33-34] 

18. Would it be acceptable to you if the CIP data appeared only 
on'the. MARC tapes, rather than both on the tapes and in the 
book? .(Please circle your answer.) 

YETS ' NO [35] 

18a. Please explain why you- feel this way. 



^ [36-39] 

« 

19. Does CIP make cataloging easier for your staff? (Please 
circle your answer.) 

YES HO , [40] 

J 7 - 



H-n 




20. Of the 'US monographs which your library cataloged during 
the last year , 'approximately what percentage were. CIP 
titles?' _____%, ' ^ , [41-42] 



21. Please "circle the type of library staff that routinely 
- * completes and/or- revises cataloging for CIP titles. 

(Circle ali types that apply.) 

'[43] 

' PROFESSIONAL ' PARAPROFESSIONAL [44] 

... [45] 
CLE;RI€AL no SPECIFIC STAFF IS ROUTLNELY ASSIGNED [46] 

22. If CIP' titles are handled by more than one level of staff in 
your library, what task is performed by eaph level and under 
^hat circumstances? 

\ 

PROFESSIONAL 











PARAPROFESSIONAL 













[47-50] . 



[51-54] 



CLERICAL 



[55-58] 



23. Approximately what percentage of your library's CIP titles 
are reviewed for cataloging accuracy by professional 
staff? % ' [59-60] 



24.' Approximately ^ what percentage of your library's non-CIP 

LC -based cataloging is reviewed f(K cataloging, accuracy by 
professional staff? ^ % ' \ [61-62] 



25. If CIP data alone is available for a book when it arrives 
in your library do you usually: (Please circle your 
answer.) 

a. Complete the cataloging in-house 

b. Hold the unprocessed book for the completed record 

c. Use the CIP data' from the book as a temporary record 

untii, final cataloging is, available . 

d. Other (please specify) ^ 
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25a. [If you circled choice b or c in Question How 

. long will you wait for the completed record or cards 

before completing the cataloging tn-house? (Please 
circle your answer.) ^ 



LESS THAN 2 WEEKS 
4-6 MONTHS 



2-4 WEEKS 
7-12* MONTHS 



5 WEEKS-3 MONTHS 
MORE THAN- 12 MOS. 



26» 



If you process CIP books using MARC records (i.e., either 
tape or fiche),, when books with CIP data arrive, for what • 
percentage of them do you find a CIP record instead of a 
full MARC record? _^ 7. 

26a. How long must you wait for those titles with CIP 

records to "be- changed to full MARC records? (Please 
circle your answer.) 

DON'T WAlT 



> LESS' THAN 2 WEEKS 
4-6 MONTHS 



2-4 WEE>5S 
7-12 MONTHS 



5 WEEKS-3 MONTHS 
MORE THAN 12 MOS. 



27. 



Have any changes been made in your library's cataloging 
procedures as a result of "'tfie CIP program? (Please 
circle your answer.) 



^ YES 
27a. Please explain. 



NO 



164] 



[65-66] 



[67] 



[68] 




ERIC 



28. What is the average Jiime and cost"* per title to citalog your 
library's new US monographs? 



a. LC copy (including j> 

CIP) available 
No LC copy available 

b. CIP books' 

* Non-CIP books 



Cost 

(ia round dollars) 
$ <^ .00 [8-9] 
$ ^.00 [11-12] 
$ .00 [14-15] 
$ .00 [17-18] 



[69-7^ 

[1-5] 
[6-7] 



Time to 
atalog (in hours) 



[10] 
[13] 
[16] 
[19] 
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29. How important for your library is each of the following 
•potential benefits of CIP? 

IMPORTANCE OF POTENTIAL CIP BENEFITS* 
(Please circle your answer.) 



b. 



Elimination or 
simplification of 
pre-cataloging 
searching ^ 

Increased use of 
non-professional 
staff 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 



somewhat- 
Important 



SOMEWHAT 
IMPORTANT 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 



[20] 



[21] 



c. Improvement in 
speed of ^ 
availability of 
LC cataloging 
(cards, MARC 
tapes, etc .) 

d. Allows reassign- 
ment of staff 

to other duties 

e. Improvement in 
quality of 
cataloging 

f. Increase in 
Standardization 
of citat'ions 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 

VERY 
IMPORTANT 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 



^OMEWHAT 
IMPORTANT 



SOMEWHAT 
mPORTANT 

SOMEWHAT 
IMPORTANT 



SOMEWHAT 
IMPORTANT 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 

NOT 
IMPORTANT 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 



[22] 



[23] 
[24] 

125] 



h. 



Allows 

r^irecting of * 
funds for other 
purposes 

Gets books to 
shelves faster 



VEJIY 
IMPORTANT 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 



somewhat 
Important 



somewhat 
important 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 



' NOT 

IMPO^ANT 



[26] 



[27]. • 



i. Other (please specify and give rank) 



[28-29] 
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30. 



31^ 



Since the CIP program began in 1971, how much change have 
you seen in the speed with which LC cards and -full MARC 
records for US bjpoks (CIP titles only) are a.vailable? 
(PiOia^e circle your answer.) 



LC cards QUICKEIl SLOWER NO CHANGE 



Full MARC QUICKER SL0V7ER NO CHANGE 
tap^Arecords 



NO OPPORTUNITY 

TO OBSERVE [30] 

NO OPPORTUNITY . . 

TO OBSERVE [31] 



How important is each of the following potential problems 
in cataloging CIP titles at your library? (Please circle 
your answer.) 



a. 



Some cataloging 
elements are 

not included in- VERY 
the printed CIP ' LMPORTANT 
data (e.g. edition , 
statements, author 
'statements, imprints) 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 



VERY 
IMPORTANT 



SOMEWHAT 
IMPORTANT 



The CIP record ^ 
sometimes differs 
from the final 
cataloging record 

c. Publishers do not 
always {^rint the 
CIP data in the 
correct format. 

d. Other (please specify and give rank) 



SOMEWHAT 
IMPORTANT 



SOMEWHAT 
IMPORTANT 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 



NOT 
D^PORTANT 



NOT 
IMPORTANT 



[32] 

; ■ 

[33] ) 
[34] 



& r • [35-38] 

32. What is your opinion of the accuracy of CIP cataloging? 
(Please circle your answer.) ^ 

VERY ' . ^ ^ ' ^ VERY ' 

SATISFACTORY SATISFACTORY" NEUTRAL UNSATISFACTORY UNSATISFACTORY [39] 

32a. Please explain. > / ^ 



ERIC 



[40-43] 
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33» How important for your library is each of the following 

potential improvements to the CIP program? (Please circle 
your answer*) 

a» Standardization of CIP VERY SOMEWHAT NOT 

data as formated in book IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTAN? [44] 

b» Completeness of * VERY "SOMEWHAT NOT 

entry in book IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT [45] 

c* Incbeased accuracy VERY SOMEWHAT NOT 

in CIP data IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT [46] 

d» Improvement in speed 

of availability of VERY SOMEWHAT NOT 

complete cata'loging LMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT [47] 

e. .Availability of CIP VERY SOMEWHAT NOT 

for more books IMPORTANT IMPORTANT MPORTANT [48] 

f» Other (please specify and give rank) 



[49-52] 



34* Since ther« a-re many changes in the bibliography and index 
notes, some people have suggested that they dropped from the 
. data printed in the book. Others feel that they should be 
kept. How do you feel? (Please circle your answer.) 

DROP THEM KEEP Wm * [53] 



35. Since there are frequent changes in dates in the cutter 
number, would you prefer that the word "date'^ be substi- 
tuted for the Actual date (e.g. HD31.B84 date, instead 

of HD31.B84 1980)? ' (For each CIP format please circle your 
answer.) 

CIP in book YES NO [54] 

CIP on MARC tape YES ^ NO * [55] 

36. Are there elements that should be added to the CIP data 
printed in the book? (Please circle your ansver.) ^ 

YES NO [56] 

36a. [If YES] Please specify i 

[57-59] 




124 
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37. Are there elements that should be eliminated frcxn the CIP 

data in the book? (Please circle your answer.) * 

YES ' NO ^ [60] 



3>a* [If YES] Please specify 



[61] 



38. Does your library use CIP data for cataloging in any way 

that has not been identified ^in this portion of the- question- 
naire? (Please circle your answe^O 

YES^ NO [62i 



38a. [If YES] Please explain \ 



[63-65] 



39. Are there types of materials not covered by the CIP program 
> which you would like to see included? (Please circle your 
answer.) 

YES NO [66] 

. 39a« [If YES]' Please specify; listing them in order of 
importance if there ig more than one type. 



[67-72] 



. [1-5] 

p_4_ [6-7] 

40. What publishers shQuld be encouraged to participate, or to 
participate more fully, in the CIP program? 

* Please specify \ [8-11] 

[12-15] 
J 16-19] 

41. In your opinion, does the CIP program save your library money 
in its cataloging procedures? (Please circle your answer.) 

YES V NO NOT SURE [20]' 

42. What is your overall opinion of the CIP program? (Please 
circle your answer.) 

VERY ' VERY 

FAVORAB.LE FAVORABLE NEUTRAL UNFAVORABLE UNFAVORABLE [21] 



42a. Please explain: 



[22-23] 



12S 
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VI 

PUBL^^C SERVICF Public Service Respondent 



PLEASE HAVE SOMe\dNE FROM YOUR PUBLIC SERVICE STAFF COMPLETE THIS 
PORTION OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE. 

V 

43. Is CIP iata used in your library for circulation or inter- 
library loan? (Please circle your answer.) 

YES \j ^ NO [24] 



44. Does your library use CIP data to compile bibliographies? 
(Please -ejrpejbe-y eur a a swor*) — 



YES NO [25] 

45. Have wnjiad any indication that your patrons are aware of 
the CIP data printdd in the book, or that they use it in 
any way? (Please circle your answer.) 

YES ' NO [26] 

45a. [If YES] Please explain 

^ I _[ 27-30] 

46. Would it be acceptable to you if the Cl/ data appeared only 
on the liARC tapes, rather than on the tapes and in the 
t>ook? (Please circle your answer.) 

YES NO [31] 

\ 46a. Please eicplain your response. 



47. How important is each of the following benefits of ,CIP to 

your library's pilblic services? (Please circle your answer « 

a. Advanced notice VERY SOMEWHAT NOT 

of title IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTANT 



[32-33] 



134] 



b. Increased 

efficiency in VERY SOMEWHAT NOT 

inter library loan IMPORTANT MPORTANT IMPORTANT 



[35] 



c. Bet.ter quality of 

bibliographic VERY SOMEWHAT NOT 

citations- IMPORTANT IMPORTANT IMPORTAi^T 



136] 



d. Other (Please specify and give rank) 



ERIC 
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48. Is^ there any increase within your library in the speed with 
which *new CiP titl.es are available to the public over new 
non-CIP titles? (Please circle your answer.) 

YES NO NO OPPORTUNITY TO OBSERVE [42] 

49. Aoes your library regularly acquire children'^ books? 
A (Please .circle your answer.) ) 

YES NO- Skip to Question 52..^ [43] 

50. Weight the importance to your library of summaries in ' 

J^jidr§nls„j5j>.Q^ _ 



IMPORTANT SCMEWHAT IMPORTANT 

NOT IMgpRTANT ^ NO OPINION [44] 

51.^ How are children's summaries used in your library? (Please 
circle as many answers as apply.) 

a. For selection • * . > ^ [45] 

b. For bibliographies ' ' [46] 

c. For reader assistance " " [47] 

d. Not at all [48] 
e# Other (please specify) ^ 

: [49-50] 



52. Does your library use CIP data for public services in -any 
way that has not been identified in this section of the 
questionnaire? (Please circle your answer.)- 

YES NO^ ' ; [51] 

52a. [If YES] Please explain 



[52-53] 



53. Are there types of materials not covered by the CIP program 

which you would like to see included? (Please circle your 
ansver.Ji 

YES NO ' . ' [,54] 

53a. [If YES] Please specify, list?ing them in order of 
importance if there is more than one type. 




[55-58] 



^^7 



« 
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54. What publishers should be encouraged to participate, or to 
participate more fully in the CIP program? 

Please specify 



[59-62] 

[63-66 J 



55. In your opinion, does the CIP program save your library 

money in the area of public services? (Please circle your 
answer.) 



YES NO ^ ^NOT SURE [67] 



56. • What is your overall opinion of the CIP program? (Please 
circle your answer.) 

VERY ' . VERY 

• FAVORABLE FAVORABLE , NEUTRAL UNFAVORABLE UNFAVORABLE [68] 

56a. Please explain 



. : : : [69-70] 

V ^ . _ [71-72] 



THANK. YOU VERY MUCti FOR YOUR ASSISTANCE ON THIS QUESTION- 
NAIRE. If YOU HAVE ANY, QUESTIONS ABOUT THIS QUESTIONNAIRE 
PLEASE CALL: • ^ 

Susan Vita, (202) 287-6372. 



PLEASE RETURN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE TO: 

* 

Susan H. Vita 

<CIP Questionnaire) 

Library of Congress 

Cataloging in Publication Division 

Washington^ D. C. 20540 



GPO t0O-7tt 
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